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be carefully guarded, and I submit that it is due 
from every friend of this bill, that when they are 
adopting anything like a scheme of rotection, 
that they should make a fair distribution of that 

rotection among the various interests sought to 
be reached, no one of which promises more future 
public advantage than this. More than $10,000,000 
of manufactures of flax reach us yearly, much of 
which ought to be supplied at home, and would 
be at no distant time if this interest was fostered, 
as itcan be, without asking terms beyond what 
is willingly accorded to other interests. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise, and upon that motion I demand 
tellers. 

Mr. STANTON. I think we might as well 
rise. | want a vote upon this duty upon flaxseed. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Riggs and 
BurrinTon were appointed, || 

“The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes twenty-two. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I am satisfied there is 
not a quorum present, and I will withdraw the 
motion if the gentlemen upon the other side of | 
the House will agree that the committee do now 
rise. [Cries of ** No!’’ ** No!’’] upon the Repub- | 
lican es 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, 
the gentleman from Mississippi can withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman hasa right to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I will withdraw the mo- 
tion to prevent a call of the roll. Inow renew the 
motion. 

The question was put; and the Chair declaring 
that the motion was notagreed to, 

Mr. BARKSDALE again demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Rices and 
BurFrinTon were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported | 
—ayes twelve. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I suppose gentlemen do | 
not desire to consume the time by a call of the 
roll. It is evident there is no quorum present, 








and a bill of this magnitude ought not to be acted || 


upon without a quorum. a 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi will understand that debate is not in or- 

der. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I do not myself desire to 
have the roll called, and I withdraw the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the | 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
PENDLETON. ] 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam opposed to the trans- 
action of business, if there is nv quorum here; and 
I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If gentlemen desire to have 
a call of the roll, to see whether there is a quorum 
here, let them do so. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I want a call of the roll. I 
ask for tellers upon my motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs Burrinton 
and PHEeLps were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
=ayes 13, noes 72; no quorum voting. 

The roll was called, and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. Anderson, 
Ashmore, Barrett, Beale, Blake, Bocock, Bonham, Bote- 
ter, Bouligny, Boyee, Brabson, Briggs, Brown, Burch, Bur- 
roughs, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clemens, Clark B. Cocb- 
rane, Cooper, Corwin, Cox, Burton Craige, Crawford, | 
Curry, Curtis, Davidson, Jolin G. Davis, Reuben Davis, 
De Jarnette, Dimmick, Dunn, Edmundson, English, Eth- 
eridge, Fouke, French, Garnett, Gilmer, Graham, Hall, 
Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, 
Hawkins, Hickman, Hill, Hindman, Hoard, Holman, How- 
ard, Jackson, Jenkins, Keitt, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. 
Leach, Lee, Love, Maclay, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. 
Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McQueen, McRae, Miles, 
Sydenham Moore, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, 
Nelson, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, 
Pottle, Pryor, Reagan, Reynolds, James C. Robinson, Rut- 
fin, Rust, Sickles, William Smith, Spaulding, Stevenson, 
James A. Stewart, Stout, Tappan _— Theaker, 
Thomas, Trimble, Underwood, Van Wyck, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson; Winslow, and 

oodson. 





The Speaker resumed the chair: and the Chair- 
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man reported that the committee, having found 


| itself without a quorum, had caused the roll to be | 


called,and had directed him to report the fact to the 
House, with the names of the absentees. 


The SPEAKER. One hundred and twenty- | 


| four members—a quorum—having answered to 


their names, the Chairman will resume the chair. 


The committee having resumed its session, the | 


question recurred upon the motion of Mr. Hovs- 
TON, that the committee do rise. 


The tellers resumed their places; the commit- || 


tee divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 13, 
noes 68; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the 
roll. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House are willing to let the 
committee rise. [Cries of ** No!’’ ** No!”’] Then 
go on. 

The roll was called; and the following mem- 


|| bers failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. Anderson, 


| Ashmore, Barr, Barrett, Beale, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, 


Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, Briggs, Brown, Burch, Burnett, 


|| Burroughs, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clemens, Cobb, Clark 


B. Cochrane, Cooper, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, 


Crawtord, Curry, Curtis, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, || 


Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Dunn, Edmundson, 
English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, 
Graham, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Hardeman, Haskin, Hat- 


| ton, Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Hoard, Holman, Howard, 
| Jackson, Jenkins, Keitt, William Kellogg, Kunkel, Lar- 


rabee, James M. Leach, Lee, Love, Maclay, Charles D. 
Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, Me- 
Queen, McRae, Miles, Sydenham Moore, Edward Joy 


| Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Perry, 
Porter, Pottle, Pryor, Reagan, Reynolds, James C. Robin- || 
son, Ruffin, Rust, Sickles, William Smith, Somes, Spaul- | 
ding, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stout, Taylor, Thea- | 


ker, Thomas, Trimble, Underwood, Van Wyck, Waldron, 
Walton, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow, 
and Woodson. 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, the 
Chairman reported that the committee, having 
found itself without a quorum, had caused the roll 
to be called, and had 


sentees, 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and twenty- 
three members haying answered to their names, 
the Chairman will resume the chair. 


The committee having resumed its session, the | 
| question recurred upon the motion of Mr. Hovs- 


TON, that the committee rise. 

Mr. MILLSON. When the proposition was 
made, a few days ago,to terminate this discus- 
sion, it was suggested by the chairman of the 
Committee of Waysand Means—and very prop- 
erly suggested by Line —that the five minutes’ de- 
bate could go on, and that it would be more prof- 


itable than any other debate. I acquiesced in that | 


view of the case; but I certainly did not suppose 
that an attempt would be made to bring this five 
minutes’ debate to a close the firstday. To-mor- 


row several gentlemen will be absent at Balti- | 
more, and I would inquire why we may not let | 
this debate proceed to-morrow, and take a vote | 


upon it the next day, or the day after? I am sure 


there is no disposition to avoid a final vote upon | 


the bill, and I hope the committee will not attempt 


to force a vote while there are so few members | 


present upon this side of the House. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


us very fairly to-day. For two weeks, during 
the sitting of the Charleston convention, we acqui- 
esced, at their request, in a substantial adjourn- 
ment of the House. 
discussed here; each gentleman had a right to dis- 
cuss it; anybody who chose to discuss it could 
have done so. It is true, I remarked, that this 


general discussion was of no avail to such a bill || 


as this, as itis well known that the five minutes’ 
discussion is best. We have taken up the bill 


this morning, and discussed it under the five min- | 


utes rule in considerable detail. It seems to me 
that, after this indulgerice given by a majortty of 
this House—because on this bill we are a major- 
ity of the House—for gentlemen to sit here and 
refuse to vote on divisions, and to have this pro- 
cess of calling the committee gone through with, 


irected him to report the | 
fact to the House, with the names of the ab- 


Ido not think that gentle- || 
men on the other side of the House have treated | 


It is true, the tariff bill was | 
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| is something unusual. I think we have a right 
| to present our proposition to the House, and to 
have it voted on. We give gentlemen on the 
other side an opportunity to present their propo- 
sitions, and to Sos them voted on. All we ask 
| is an opportunity of considering this important 

bill; of Gnewbing it.to-night; of maturing it as 
well as we can, and of taking a vote upon it at 
any convenient time. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman seems to for- 
get one thing, namely, that while a great number 
of speeches have been made in support of the bill, 
there have been only two—one to-day, and one 
some days ago—made in opposition to it. Most 
| of the gentlemen who would have spoken in op- 
position to it were absent in Charleston. I had 
no desire myself to speak for an hour upon the 
bill; but I did look forward to the five minutes’ 
discussion as an appropriate occasion to present 
those general views which I thought the bill re- 
quired to be presented. But now gentlemen seem 
to desire to cut us off from the five minutes’ dis- 
cussion altogether. I certainly had my share of 
the debate to-day; but I do think that there are 
other gentlemen who desire to discuss it—at all 
events there are other gentlemen whom If should 
desire to hear discuss it; and I do not think that 
gentlemen on the other side should prevent them 
from having that opportunity. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lam very glad to hear the 
gentleman say that he has had an opportunity of 
discussing it. If any gentleman on that side of 
the House desires to discuss it further, I will 
listen to him with great pleasure. And so I am 
sure will the gentlemen on this side of the House. 
It is true, that most of the discussion on the tariff 
bill was in favor of it by gentlemen on this side 
of the House; but that was because gentlemen on 
the other side did not desire to discuss it. We 
adjourned here some days at half past three with- 
out any gentlemen satis the dove to discuss 
this bill. Now gentlemen of the American party 
desire to go away to-morrow, and we certainly 
cannot refuse them the same courtesy that we 
| allowed to gentlemen of the Democratic side. 
Some of the gentlemen on the Republican side 
desire to go away next week, and we cannot re- 
fuse them that privilege. There are several con- 
| tested-election cases which must be disposed of; 
there are several important bills which must be 
disposed of, before the House can adjourn. [tis 
the desire of every member of this House to leave 
here by the middle of June, and I do not see any- 
_ thing to prevent our doing so. If we can have a 
| vote on the tariff bill, and on the Pacific railroad, 
and on the contested-election cases, and other 
important measures, I do not see any difficulty 
in getting away at that time. But if we come 
here and, upon a bill of the importance of this, 
cannot have a quorum, and if gentlemen will not 
vote on divisions of the House, Ido not see how 
we can adjourn, because this course is substan- 
tially breaking up the quorum. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would suggest that we had 
no difficulty in keeping a quorum all day till half 

ast five; and everybody knows that after sitting 
hers five and a half hours, itis not surprising that 
we should be left without a quorum. I objected 
to any oa day being fixed to vote upon 
this bill. My reason for this objection was not 
that I desired to protract the disposition of it at 
| all, not for an jctions purpose, but because | 
have an amendment which I desire to offer, and 
which I regard as one of great importance, and 
one that can only come in as an amendment to 
the final section of the bill. And if any particular 
| day had been fixed for the vote being taken, that 
day would unquestionably arrive without our 











having an opportunity to offer my amendment. 
I do not think there is any disposition on the part 
of gentlemen on this side to procrastinate the con- 
| sideration of this bill with a view to mere delay. 
| [ think the debate to-day has been confined to the 
| question; has been perfectly legitimate and inter- 

esting. I have not participated in it, because I 
‘| was not prepared to do so until I could have 


1 





having gone through the bill, and without my- 





1986 








studied the bill, (having only reached here this } any power to make any such arrangement as the 


morning,) and prepared some amendments that I 
desire to offer. 
ticular, which can only come in, as I say, as an 
amendment to the final section; and I would be 
very reluctant to be deprived of an opportunity 
of offering it. When I do offer it I shall be sur- 
prised if it do not meet the concurrence of both 
sides of the House. 1 do not think there is any 
fear of the discussion running through any un- 
reasonable length of time. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from North | 


Carolinaknows very well that, in the closing days 
of the session, we have always to sit at night; 
sometimes till nine or teno’clock. Now, it seems 
to me, if we are to dispose of this important bill, 
and to get through this long session, we may as 
well commence now and sit late and dispose of 
this bill. The gentleman from North Carolina 
will have an opportunity to offer his amendment, 
and to say what he may desire to say, and to have 
a vote of the House upon it. But if his political 
friends will not remain here till the adjournment 
of the House, it is not our fault, but the fault-of 
his friends. 

Mr. NIBLACK. If the gentleman from Ohio 


had been half as anxfous to organize the House, 


There fs one amendment in par- || 








gentleman proposes; and if I had, I should de- | 
cline, for several reasons. I am opposed to the 


|| gentleman’s amendment in principle, and I cannot 


| and preposterous to talk of getting through it to- 
|| night. 


by the election of a Speaker, as he is now to get | 


through this tariff bill, we would not have been 
two months in adisorganized condition. 

Mr. SOMES. I desire to know whether it is 
intended to take a vote upon the bill to-night? 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is, whether || 


the committee shall now rise. 

Mr. SOMES. I had not my question answered. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the Chair. 

Mr. SOMES. This is the first time I have been 
able to get the floor since I came here. I re- 
gard the question of the tariff as paramount to any 
question we have had before us, or that we are 
likely to have before us. Lregard the question of 
protection as lying at the foundation of political 
economy, as the most important question to be 
settled, and as the one least understood almost of 
any discussed here in Congress. 
that the importance of this question should secure 
for it at leasta few days’ discussion; that we should 
have the privilege of discussing it in detail. I am 
in favor of protection. I am in favor of protection 


That is not the fault of | 


It strikes me | 


per se for the sake of protection; and if we take | 
the arguments of the gentlemen who have spoken | 


here to-day, we find that there is not one of them 
who is not in favor of protection for the sake of 
protection. The gentleman from Louisiana wants 


protectionon sugar. Those from Wisconsin want || 


. 


it upon lead and zinc. Those from New England, 
upon cloths and other manufactures. Those from 
Pennsylvania, on iron; and those from Kentucky, 
on hemp; and so on through the whole range of the 
States. And yet We are trying to cheat ourselves 
and the people into the belief that we are not in 
favor of protection, 


Now, I want to have the question discussed | 
fairly. The subject of the negro has been dis- 


cussed fully. The negro has been introduced by 
both sides of the House. He has been made to 
trot before us backwards and forwards, from hour 


to hour, from day to-day,and from week to week, | 


and nobody has manifested the slightest desire to 
have him put down. I regard this tariff bill as a 
subject of too much importance to be hastily dis- 
aa of in this manner, and especially when we 
lave nv quorum present. 

committee will rise. 


The question was taken; and the committee re- | 


fused to rise. 


I therefore hope the | 





The question now was upon the amendment || 
offered by Mr. Perrit to that proposed by Mr. | 
VALLANDIGHAM. 


Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman will 
modify his proposition, so as to make the duty 
soon at sixteen cents per bushel. If not, I give 
notice that, when the pending amendments have 
been acted upon, I will make that proposition. I 


will now make tis proposition: the committee is | 


now very thin, so that we cannot have a fuir vote 
upon these propositions to-night; and 1 desire to 
ask the gentleman from Vermont if he will con- 
sent to have a motion made to go into the House, 
and a vote taken on itthere? If the gentleman 
will consent to that, we may then go on with the 
reading of the bill. 


Mr. MORRILL. 1 do not know that I have 


& 


|| Winter Davis, 





| state of the Union had, according to order, had 


| the amendment of Mr. Perrtir to the amendment. 


| ticularly the tariff bill; and having again found it- 


| called, and had directed him to report the facts to 
| the House, with the names of the absentees. 


| Jones, William Kellogg, Landrum, Leake, Logan, Mars- 


willingly give it any advantage. 
Mr. STANTON. Then I shall ask for a di- 

vision of the committee upon the amendment of 

the gentleman from Indiana, This is an important 


——,, affecting the interests of the people of || 
t 


iat portion of the country from which I come. | 
We are not making any monument for Buncombe; | 
we are acting in reference to a great interest, in 
which our people are deeply concerned. All we 


ask is, that we may have a vote upon these || 
|| amendments in a reasonably full House. 


I, for 
one, will not consent to strike down a great in- 
dustrial interest of the country for the sake of 
getting through with this bill to-night. It is idle 


I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. SINGLETON called for teller8. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BARKSDALE 
and Epwarps were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 46, noes 73. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question then recurred upon Mr, Perrtit’s 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON called for tellers. : 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLoRENCcE || 


and EpGerton were appointed. 

The committee divided: and the tellers report- | 
ed—ayes 37, noes 52; no quorum voting. 

{Cries of ** Call the roll!’ 

The roll was called. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker hav- | 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnusurn, of Maine, | 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 


the Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly the tariff bill; and having found itself 
without a quorum, had caused the roll to be called, 
and had directed him to report the facts to the | 
House, with the names of the absentees. >| 

A quorum having appeared, the committee | 
again resumed its session. 


“The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be on | 


The tellers again resumed their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 40, noes 60; no quorum. [Cries of | 
** Call the roll !’’] 

The roll was again called. * 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Wasusvurn, of Maine, re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- 


= 


self without a quorum, had caused the roll to be 


The SPEAKER stated that no quorum ap- | 
peared on the call of the roll. 

Mr. GARTRELL moved that the House ad- 
ourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMS. It is perfect nonsense for us to 
be going on in this way. I have a proposition to 
make to gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I cali the gentleman to | 
order. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Garrre Lt, and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 45, nays 71; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barksdale, Buffinton, | 
John B. Clark, Clopton, John Cochrane, Cox, Burton 
Craige, John G. Davis, Edgerton, Edwards, Florence, | 
Gartrell, Holman, Houston, Howard, Hughes, Hutchins, | 





ton, Millson, Niblack, Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pugh, Quarles, Riggs, Scott, Simms, Singleton, William 
N. H. Smith, Somes, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, Stokes, 
Vallandigham, and Wright—45. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adains, Aldrich, William C. An- 
derson, Bingham, Bristow, Burlingame, Burnham, Butter- 
field, Campbell, Carter, Colfax, Conklin » Covode, H. 

Dawes, Duell, Eliot, Eiy, Fenton, Foster, 
Frank, French, Hale, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, 
Helifick, Hickman, Humphtey, Irvine, Junkin, Francis 
W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, McKean, McPher- 
son, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Morse, Palmer, Potter, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Schwartz, Sedgwick, Sherman, Stevens, William Stew- 
art, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Vance, Vandever, 


SL 
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Verree, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn. Ejjn, 


Ellin 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Windom. Wan 
and Woodruff—71. ? ? m, Wood, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. DUNN stated that Mr. Wirson had paireg 
with Mr. Larrasee. 

Mr. BLAKEstated that he had paired with M,; 
Pryor. 
. Mr. SCOTT stated that his colleague, M; 
Burcu, had paired off with Mr. Lee. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that his colleague, M; 
Mavynarp, had paired with Mr. McCrerwaxyp. 

Mr. DUNN stated that he had paired with M; 
STEVENSON. 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that Mr. Morais, of 
Illinois, had paired with Mr. Crark B. Cocy. 
RANE. 

Mr. STOKES stated that his colleague, My. 
Netson, had paired with Mr. Siru, of Virginia, 

Mr. TOMPKINS stated that Mr. Porrer had 
paired with Mr. Hit. 

Mr. AVERY announced that his colleague, Mr, 
Tuomas, had paired with Mr. Watron. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, announced tha 
Mr. Rosinson had paired with Mr. Erneringe. 

Mr. PEYTON said that Mr. Rust had paired 
with some genueman on the other side, he did not 
recollect who. 

Mr. TOMPKINS stated that Mr. Trimsee had 
been compelled to leave the Hall on account of 
ill health. 

Mr. ADRAIN stated that he had paired with 
Mr. Curry. 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that Mr. Asunone 
had paired with Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. McPHERSON stated that Mr. Bassirr 
had paired with Mr. UnpEerwoop. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, stated that Mr, 
Farnsworth had paired with Mr. Taytor. 

Mr. DELANO said he desired to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Were you within the bar 
when your name was called? 

Mr. DELANO. I was within the bar of the 
restaurant. [Laughter. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the gentleman 
will explain what he was doing there, perhaps we 
may consent to allow him to vote. 

Mr. DELANO. I was engaged in the great 
work of self-protection. bane area 

Mr. VANCE. I thought perhaps the gentleman 
might have been upon the subject of internal in- 
provement. [Renewed laughter.] 

The vote was announced, as above recorded. 

Mr. HOUSTON. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. PETTIT. I move that there be a call of 
If we are to vote on this measure to- 
night, it is important before going into commt- 
tee that we should have a quorum present. tis 
proper that members should all be here to give 
their sanction to or their vote against the pend- 
ing amendments in the committee. Several of its 
friends are under the apprehension that if the vote 
be now taken it will lose many votes because 0. 
the absence of those who, if present, would favor 
it. If, therefore, at this late hour, the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means be indis- 
posed to consent toan adjournment, I trust that my 
motion for a call of the House will beadopted, in 
order that we may not proceed without the pres- 
ence of a quorum. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Froma profoun‘! conviction 
of duty, lam compelled to move that this House 
do now adjourn. 1 have now been here since 
twelve o’clock—present, sir, for seven and a half 
hours, and in that time I have not broken my fast. 
I cannot remain here longer. I am as devoted, 


all must confess, to the interests of my constitu- 
ents as any man upon this floor. I do not per- 
ceive what possible good can result in prolonging 


this contest of physical endurance. 
motion to adjourn will be adopted. 
The House was divided, and there were—ayés 
56, noes 51. 
Mr. COVODE demanded tellers. _ 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris 0! 
Virginia, and Moorueap were appointed. 

r. CAMPBELL. I hope that my colleague 
will withdraw his motion to adjourn, for 1! 
adopted, it must defeat the bill. y 

r. FLORENCE. If the gentleman will tel! 
me how the bill can pass without the presence of 
a quorum, then I will withdraw the mouon \ ’ 
adjourn. 


hope my 
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The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 57, noes 56. 

Mr. COVODE demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. . 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


the negative—yeas 54, nays 71; as follows: i] 


YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barksdale, Buffinton, 
John B. Clark, Clopton, John Cochrane, Conkling, Cox, 
Burton Craige, Juhn G. Davis, Delano, Dunn, Edgerton, 
Edwards, Etheridge, Fiorence, Gartrell, John ‘I’. Harris, 
Holman, Houston, Howard, Hughes, Jones, William Kel- 
jogs, Lamar, Landrum, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, 
Marston, McQueen, Millson, Niblack, Pendleton, Pettit, 
peyton, Phelps, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, Scott, 
Simms, Singleton, William N. H. Smith, Somes, Spinner, 
Stallworth, Stokes, Vailandigham, Vance, Ellihu B. Wash 
burne, and Wright—o4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, William.C. An- 
derson, Bingham, Blair, Brayton, Bristow, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Colfax, Covode, | 
H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Duell, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Ferry, 
Foster, Frank, French, Grow, Hale, J. Morrison Harris, 
Helmick, Hickman, Humphrey, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
jogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Longuecker, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, MeKean, McKnight, MePher- 
<on, Millward, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, | 
Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Palmer, Potter, Rice, Chris- 
topher Robinson, Royee, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, William Stewart, Stratton. Tappan, ‘Tompkins, 
Train, Vandever, Verree, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burn, Israel Washburn, Wells, Windom, Wood, and 
Woodrutl—71. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
During the vote,, 


Mr. ETHERIDGE stated that he was paired | 
with Mr. Rosinson, of Illinois, since five o’clock | 


p- m.; but that, with the consent of that gentle- || 


man’s colleagues, he would vote in the affirmative. 
Mr. HUTCHINS stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Moore, of Alabama. 
Mr. PORTER stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Hit. 
‘The vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The remaining’ portion of 


the bill, with the exception of one section, can || 


give rise to no debate. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, in order that we may dispose of this bill | 
this evening. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand the yeas and | 
nays. Members who have long ago left the Hall, 
and who have had their dinners now, come in and 
vociferously ery out for a continuation of the ses- 
sion. 

Mr. PETTIT. I rise toa point of order. Pre- 
vious to the motion toadjourn, I moved that there 
be a eall of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the 
gentleman’s motion for a call of the House. 
Mr. PHELPS. I demand the yeas and nays 

on that motion. 

Mr. EDWARDS. A gentleman on this side 
of the House made a remark a few moments ago, 
in relation to one of his colleagues, which I con- 
sider refleets upon every one who voted for the 
motion made by his colleague. He said that he 
should regard a motion to adjourn, under the cir- 
cumstances, as demonstrating a hostility to the 
measure. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I object to debate. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I repudiate any such in- 
ference that a vote to adjourn is a vote hostile to 
this bill. 
statement, I now move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing has intervened since 
the last vote was taken on the adjournment. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded tellers, on ordering 
the yeas and nays on the motion that there be a 
call of the House. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Porter and 
Apratn were appointed. 

The tellers reported—ayes thirty; so the yeas 
and nays were ordered—more than one fifth of 
those present having voted in the affirmative. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported, as truly enrolled, bills and 
resolutions of the following titles, which were 
thereupon signed by the Speaker; namely: 


A resolution (S. No. 7) for the relief of the | 


legal representatives of John A. Frost, deceased; 


A resolution (S. No. 16) authorizing Captains || 


William L. Hudson and Joshua R. Sands to ac- 
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|| Sissippi; 


| A bill (S. No. 192) authorizing the corporation 


} Stealey; 


| enrolled bill is on the Journal. 


[ am friendly to the bill, and with that | 


' 
| 


| 


cept certain testimonials awarded to them by the | 


Government of Great Britain; 
An act (S. No. 420) to authorize the issuance of 


patents in the name of James S. Douglas upon || moved; but surely its friends cannot expect to ‘| 


'| through. 


certain land entries made at Chockchuma, Mis- 


of Washington city to make a loan and issue stock 
| for $200,000 for building a market-house; 
An act (S. No. 150) for the relief of Madison 
| Sweetzer; 
| An aet (S. 
Mitchell, late 
Mexican war; 
An act (S. 
| Leak; 
An act (S. 


colonel of Ohio volunteers in the 
No. 55) for the relief of Tilman 
No. 70) for the relief of George 


| An act (S. No. 56) for the relief of Richard W. 
| Meade; and 
An act (S. No. 57) for the relief of David D. 
Porter. 
And then, on motion of Mr. PHELPS, (at 


'| five minutes to eight o’clock, p. m.,) the House 


adjourned. 
IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, May 9, 1860. 


Prayer oy the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurtey. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to the manner in which the Journal is made 
up and read. I did it once before. I think the 
Journal should show that every stage required by 
the Constitution has been pursued; and I think 
| it is an irregular and vicious mode to say that 

**eight enrolled bills’’ were received and disposed 
| of so and so, without the Journal showing spe- 
cifically what the enrolled bills are. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state 


|| to the Senator from New Hampshire that each 


enrolled bill was read over by the Secretary. 
| Mr. HALE. It did not so strike my ear. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of each 


Mr. HALE, (to the Secretary.) Pass me over 


\| the Journal. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from New Hampshire is examining the Journal, 
| the Chair will call for petitions and reports. 
| BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FOOT asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 434) for 
| the relief of Elias Hall; which was read twice by 
| its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. HALE asked, and by unanimous consent 
| obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 435) 
| explanatory of the fifth section of the naval ap- 
| propriation act, approved August 31, 1852; which 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs, 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 
| Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance 
| have instructed me to report back the Wjll (H.R. 
| No. 499) to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the fiscal Sedpialidig the 
| 30th June, 1860, with some amendments. fam 
| very much pressed to endeavor to get this bill 
It is mainly to supply deficiencies in 
the House of Representatives, and some of our 
own, and it is necessary, in order to enable per- 
| sons who are waiting here for their money, wit- 
| nesses and others, to get away. I hope it will 
| be the pleasure of the Senate to permit us to take 
| up this bill and pass it through this morning. I 
| ask general consent for that purpose. 
| Mr. FITCH. I trust the Senator will defer his 
| motion until the morning hour has expired. I 
presume there is nothing to-day that will inter- 
| fere with his bill. I do not know of any bill or 
resolution likely to come up that will interfere 
| with the Senator’s bill. 
| Mr. HUNTER. [am afraid that if I defer it 
| the special order will be in my way. Of course 
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press it to-day, in view of the fact that the Senate 


, will doubtless be thin, and the probability is that 
| no vote will be had to-day on that special order. 
I allude to the homestead bill. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. [hope we shall 


| take a final vote on it to-day. 


Mr. FITCH. I should be glad, of course, with 
the Senator from Tennessee, to have a final vote 


/on that bill; but I apprehend it cannot be had 


to-day. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is a bill to supply de- 
ficiencies. As [said before, it is mainly to supply 
deficiencies in the contingent expenses of the two 
Houses, and to pay witnesses. There are men 
here—some of them from Oregon and distant parts 


of the country—waiting to get their money. 


While the Senator | 


if it will take no time. 


Mr. FITCH. Ihave no doubt it can be passed 
to-day. 

Mr. HUNTER 
with it at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If no objection be 
made, the Chair presumes that there is general 
consent to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FITCH. LI shall not object. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
objection to be made. 

Mr. FITCH. Ishall not object. I simply ask 
that, after the passage of this bill, I shall have the 
permission of the Senate to make certain reports, 
contemplating myself a temporary absence from 
the city. 

*Mr. HUNTER. 


Then we had better proceed 


I understood 


Nobody will object to that, 
Mr. FITCH. 


the reports. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


It will take some time toacton 


3efore the bill is called 


| up, 1 should like to make an at to know 


| ter is. 


| tion bill, I should li 


iat its charac- 
If we are to one a deficiency appropria- 
ke to know what it means. 


whether it has been printed, and w 


| If itis a small matter that can be explained and 


| soon. 


| large. 


understood at once, I shall not object; but if it 
involves,as some deficiency bills do, several mil- 
lion dollars, with amendments to be made in the 
Senate increasing the amount, I think we ought 
to have an opportunity to see it before we act 
on it. 

Mr. HUNTER. It.does not amount to wy 
thing like a milbon. Itisasmall bill. It canbe 
read, and the Senator will see that it consists 
mainlygof items for deficiencies in the contingent 
expenses of the House of Representatives, alter- 
ing seats, taking up the carpets, for printing, and 
There are in it three items of deficiencies 
fur surveying the public lands—none of them 
On hearing the bill read, if Senators will 
allow it to be read, I think there will be no ob- 
jection to passing it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Have the amendments of 
the Senate committee been printed, | would in- 
quire ? 

Mr. HUNTER. They have not. The amend- 
ments are very few. They are only for our own 
deficiencies in the Secretary’s office. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Illinois that the bill has 
been printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itisa House bill, I un- 
derstand. [** Yes.’’] Well, sir, | am_ willing 
that it shall be read. I dislike very much to ob- 
ject to its consideration. 

Mr. HUNTER. Of course the bill will be 
read when it istaken up. I think when the Sen- 
ator hears it, he will not object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I suppose we can object 


_after the bill is read. 


I cannot get on without general consent. The | 


Senate may refuse to grant it. 





| from Indiana object to the present consideration 
| of this bill ? 

| Mr. FITCH. I dislike to object to the consid- 
| eration of any appropriation bill; but I am desirous 
| of getting through with the morning hour in reg- 
| ular order, I shall be willing to take up this bill 


| immediately after the expiration of the morning 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator | 


| hour. Then probably the special order may be | 


| make objection after hearing the bill. 
| retary will read it, if there be no objection. 





The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
The Sec- 


The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill has been 
read through; and this is fe latest moment at 
which objection can be made to its present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I recollect that we had a 
discussion ata former session of the Senate in 
regard to the deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the California land surveys, and they were op- 
posed very strenuously at that time by a number 


| of members of the Senate. Now there is brought 


in here again a deficiency of over fifty thousand 


| dollars on that account in this bill. If 1 recollect 


aright, the Senator from Iowa, [Mr, Hagray,] at 
the time the matter was up before, investigated 
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it somewhat, and explained it to the Senate.- I 
do not think that appropriation ought to be 
made without our having some opportunity to 
look into it. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate will act on the 
other items, when we get to that I will read the 
paper on which it is founded, and the Senator 
from Maine, |Mr. Fessenpen,] who examined it 
also, will ¢xplain it; and [ think the Senator from 
Illinois will be satisfied, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not wish to delay the 
bill factiously. Iam willing that it should come 
up to-morrow; but there will be no opportunity 
this morning to investigate the item to which I 
have alluded. Itis unexpected to a portion of the 
Senate at least. It may be that it is correct; but 
it strikes me as very singular, after the enormous 
expenditures for the surveys in California, and 
the deficiencies that have heretofore been claimed, 
that another one should come in here for $50,000; 
and | must object to its being considered this 
moron’, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the bill cannot be considered to-day. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the veto message of the 
President on the private bill for the relief of Ar- 
thur Edwards and his associates. 

Mr. HUNTER. Before that is done, I desire 
to fix some time when the deficiency bill shall be 
considered. ‘To-morrow is a day set aside for the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. DovGLas] to speak. 
‘The next day is Friday. 

Mr.GWIN. 1 will say to the Senator from 
Illinois, who has just objected to the item in the 
bill with regard to the surveys in California, that 
it was examined in detail before the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and everything in it, to the 
last cent, has been exhibited. It was also exam- 
ined by the Committee on Finance when I was 
not present, for | preferred to leave it to the other 
members. The statement which | have in my 
hand shows every solitary item of the account. 
Jt was examined by both committees, and there 
was not a single objection in either, so faras I 
know. Here isthe whole statement. The Senator 
can look at it; I will send it to him. ‘This state- 
ment satisfied every man on the committee. 

Mr. HALE. I think this is out of order. I 
made a motion to take up a bill, and this appro- 
priation bill has been objected to. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The deficiency bill 
cannot be considered to-day, objection having 
been made. 

Mr. HUNTER. To whattime does the Chair 
decide the appropriation bill goes over—the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It goes over until 
to-morrow. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to take up the veto message of the Presi- 


dent on the act for the relief of Arthur Edwards | 


and his associates. That is the motion before the 


Senate. 

Mr. FITCH. I presume the Senator from New 
Hampshire, in accordance with the understanding 
on the subject, will permit the morning hour to 
expire before he presses his motion, and will 
allow reports to be made. 

Mr. HUNTER. Before anything further is 
done, I desire to move that the amendments of 
the Finance Committee to the deficiency biil be 
printed, so that the Senate may see them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
put that motion by general consent. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. | withdraw my motion tempo- 
rarily, to enable reports to be made, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to Whom waggreferred the joint resolution 
(H. R. No, 15) for the relief of Thomas C. Ware, 
-eported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 373) for the relief of William 
Hutchinson, reported it without amendment, with 
a recommendation that it do not pass. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the joint resolution (S. No. 25) man- 
ifesting the sense of Congress towards the officers 
and seamen of the vessels and others engaged in 
the rescue of the officers and soldiers of the Army, 


the passengers, an@ the officers and crew of the | 


| Bucklin, asking that an appropriation be made to 


| for the relief of John T. Robertson, of Virginia, 
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steamship San Francisco, reported it without 
amendment; and submitted a report, which was | 
ordered to be print d. | 

He also, from the same committee, who were 
instructed by a resolution of the Senate to inquire 
into the expediency of paying the officers of the | 
Army and the marine corps, each a gioss sum 
per annum in lieu of the several allowances and 
commutations now allowed by law, submitted an | 
adverse report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of C. T. Alexander, 
in relation to his rank in the medical corps of the 
Army, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, who were 
instructed by a resolution of the Senate to inquire 
into the expediency of repealing so much of the 
act entitled ** An act to establish the Home De- 
partment, and to provide for the Treasury Depart- 
ment an Assistant Secretary of the Treasury and 
a Commissioner of the Customs,’’ approved 
March 3, 1849, as transfers from the Secretary of 
the War Department to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, the supervisory and appellate powers, in 
relation tothe aets and duties of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and of restoring by law the said 
powers to the Secretary of War, as they existed 
prior to the passage of that act, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 436) to restore 
to the Secretary of War the supervisory powers 
in relation to the acts and duties of the Commis- 
sioner of ‘Indian Affairs. The bill was read, and 
passed to a second reading; and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Joseph Hill & Sons, 
raying compensation for horses and mules stolen 
/y the Indians in California, finding that this case 
was before the Committee on Claims in 1851, 
1852, and 1857, have instructed me to ask to be 
discharged from itsfurther consideration; and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims, that 
committee having formerly made an adverse re- 
port upon it. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS. The same committee, to whom 
was referred a communication from James M. | 


test his improved gun, find in the contents of the 
communication that it is based on the supposition 
of an appropriation, which the committee do not 
contemplate, and therefore ask to be discharged 
from its further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a motion to print a com- 
munication from C. 8. Drew, late adjutant of the 


second regiment of Oregon mounted volunteers, || 


giving an account of the origin and early prose- 
cution of the Indian war in Oregon, reported in | 
favor of Printing the usual number; and the re- | 
port was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a resolution submitted by Mr. Davis 
on the 9th of January, in relation to printing Gov- 
ernor Stevens’s final report, reported it without 
amendment; and it was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Senate, 
the same number of extra copies of Governor Stevens’s final 
report and narrative as have been printed of the other re- 
ports. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom were referred a petition of 
citizens of Ashtabula county, Ohio; a petition of 
citizens of Columbus, Ohio; a petition of citizens 
of New York; a petition of citizens of Pontiac, 
Michigan; the petitiof of William G. Eaton and 
others, citizens of Michigan; a petition of citizens 
of Wisconsin; a petition of citizens of Watertown, 
Wisconsin; a petition of citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio; a petition of citizens of Massachusetts and 
Connecticut; a petition of citizens of La Salle, 
Illinois, evenly praying the enactment of a 
uniform bankrupt law, and the bill (S. No. 279) | 
to establish a uniform law on the subject of bank- 
rupteies throughout the United States, asked to 
be discharged from their further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 34) 





Sorne it without amendment. 
Te also, from the same committce, to whom 
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was referred the bill (H. R. No. 680) for the 
relief of Gottleib Scheerer, reported it without 
amendment, with a recommendation that jt do 
pass. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred acommunication from Grinnell, Mjy- 
turn & Co., and others, of New York, pray jie 
an amendment of the *‘ act to limit the liabiliiy of 
ship-owners, and for other purposes,”’ approved 
March 3, 1851, reported a bill (S. No. 437) to 
amend an act entitled **An act to limit the Jiahjj. 
ity of ship-owners, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1851; which was read, and 

| passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred a joint resolution (S, No. 18) in ro. 
lation to the compensation of Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress elected from new States 
reported it without amendment, and adversely, F 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Pyi- 
vate Land Claims, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, reported a bill (S. No. 438) to provide 
more fully for the collection of debts due to the 
United States, and for the sale of lands taken by 
' the United States for debts due to the same; which 
was read, and passed to a second readipe. 

Mr. YULEE. The Committee onthe Post Office 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred a report 
of the Postmaster General, made in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate, in relation to dead 
letters, drop letters, and letters held for postage or 
postage not prepaid, have instructed me to ask 
that it be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
print will go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. POWELL, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Mira 
M. Alexander, only surviving child and beir of 
George Madison, praying remuneration for his 
services and sacrifices while in the Army of the 
United States, submitted a report, accompanied 
‘by a bill (S. No. 439) for the relief of Mira M. 
Alexander. The bill was read, and passed to a 
second reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 


| 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bucuanan, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had this day approved 
| and signed the following acts and resolutions: 

An act (S. No. 55) for the relief of Tilman 
Leak; 

An act (S. No. 70) for the relief of George Stea- 
i ley; 

a act (S. No. 420) to authorize the issuance of 
| patents, in the name of James S. Douglas, upon 
| certain land entries made at Chocchuma,; 

An act (S. No. 150) for the relief of Madison 
Sweetzer; 

An act (S. No. 119) for the relief of A. M. Mit- 
chell, late colonel of the Ohio volunteers in the 
| Mexican war; 
| An act(S. No. 56) for the relief of Richard W. 
| Meade; 

An act (S. No. 57) for the relief of David D. 

| Porter; 
| A resolution (S. No. 7) for the relief of the 
| legal representatives of John A. Frost, deceased; 
| A resolution (S. No. 16) authorizing Captains 

William L. Hudson and Joshua R. Sands to ac- 
| cept certain testimonials awarded to them by the 
, Government of Great Britain; and 
| An act (S.No. 192) authorizing the corporation 
_of Washington city to make a loan and issue stock 
for $200,000, for building a market-house. 


ARTHUR EDWARDS—VETO MESSAGE. 
Mr. HALE. I now move that the Senate pro- 


_ ceed to the consideration of the veto message upon 
the bill for the relief of Arthur Edwards and his 
associates. 
Mr. LANE. I dislike to oppose this motion, 
but I am very anxious to get up the Washington 
and Oregon war debt bill. It has been pending 
before the Senate the whole session. It is a very 
importantbill. It relates to the interests of every 
-man in Oregon. ‘The claims are just, and ought 
to be paid. I have been here all the session with- 
out being able to bring up this bill. I was, to 
some extent, unwilling to interfere with other 
Senators upon matters the immediate considera- 
tion of which they desired. I think the Senate 
_ ought to allow this bill to be taken up, that I may 
have the privilege of making, if not a speech In 
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favor of the payment of the debt, at least a 
jersonal explanation. My name has been mixed 
up with this war debt bill. It has passed through 
the country in certain newspapers, charging that 
this claim is a corrupt one; that it is a fraud 
upon the community, and that I am pressing 
upon Congress that which is not just. Now, 
sir, Lnever have asked of Congress anything that 
was not just, and that [I did not know was just, 
and | never will. I should like to have an op- 
jortunity this morning of putting myself right, at 


east, and stating this case to the Senate, so that | 
they may understand 1t, and that the country may | 


understand it. I trust the Senate will give me an 
opportunity, in the short time now intervening 
before the homestead bill will be taken up, to take 


up this war debt bill, that ] may have an oppor- | 


tunity at least of making this personal explana- 
tion. I hope the Senate will not refuse it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I want to say to 
the honorable Senator from Oregon, whom I am 
very desirous to oblige, that it is impossible to 


dispose of that bill this morning, and I do not be- 


‘eve it is possible for the Senator to make so lu- | 
i Pp 


minous an explanation of his own views as hé 
would desire, in twenty minutes; and in twenty 


minutes the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wane] will || 


be here with his homestead bill. Now, sir, I 
think it is due to the President of the United 
States, who has sent this veto,asa matter of cour- 
tesy to him—and I want to be more courteous to 


him even than to the Senator from Oregon—that |) 
this message that he has sent here shall be taken | 
up, for the Constitution says we shall consider it || 


immediately. I promise the Senate in ten minutes 
to say all | have to say upon it in vindication of 
the report of the committee, and I hope the Sen- 
ate will indulge us in taking it up. 

Mr. LANE. I have no hope of having the bill 
io which I alluded disposed of this morning, but 
if the Senate will allow it to be taken up I could 
be permitted to say something in relation to it, 
and certainly enough to put myself right, and then 
{ would have an opportunity, for it would come 
up inthe morning hour to-morrow, to explain 
the provisions of this bill and the justice of these 
claims upon the Government. It is in regard to 
myself that I desire to say something this morn- 
ing in relation tothis matter. I hope the Senate 
will allow the bill to be taken up. 

Mr. HALE. Any time between now and the 
Isth of June will do for that. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Lhope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will not object to the bill being taken 
up for the purpose declared by the Senator from 
Oregon. Lam glad that he has taken this opportu- 
nity of putting himself right upon the record. A 
libelous sheet in New York, some two or three 


weeks ago, pronounced that two or three Senators, | 
myself included, were largely interested in this | 
Oregon war debt; that it involved plunder to the | 


amountof four or five million dollars, and | believe 


he was named as the leader of the gang, or one of | 


the conspirators. Now, sir, | wantto say expli- 
citly for myself, that I do not know one single 
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| OREGON WAR DEBT. 
|| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 


' is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon, to 


take up the bill making an appropriation to pay 
| the Oregon war debt. 
| ‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 

in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 

the bill (S. No. 11) making an ch igh a for 
_ the expenses incurred by the people of the Terri- 

tories of Oregon and Washington in the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities therein in the years 1855 
and 1856. 

Mr. LANE. I can hardly expect, Mr. Presi- 
| dent, in the few minutes allowed me, to gointoa 
| history of this war and the justice of the claim 
|| growing out of the war that took place in Oregon 
|| and Washington between the people and the In- 
|| dians of those Territories in the years 1855 and 

1856; but I shall have time to allude briefly to the 

many charges that have gone the rounds of the 
|, papers in relatiomto this war debt. I have thought 
| at times that they were aimed at me for political 
' reasons; for | could hardly believe that any per- 

son, certainly no one who knew me, could for a 
|; moment believe that I could be associated with 
anything that was not just, right, and proper. 
The papers to which 1 allude that have attacked 
|, this claim, and have used my name in cénnection 


|| with it, have taken the liberty of charging that | 
|| this debt is a fraud; that a great swindle is about | 


|, being perpetrated on thisGovernment in the shape 
of this Oregon and Washington war debt; and that 
I and my friends are interested in it to a large 
amount. Mr. President, I have no personal inter- 
est in this debt; no, not to the amount of one cent. 


|, Further, | can say that, though my sons and my | 


|| sons-in-law are in business in Oregon, and trans- 
|| act business to the ambunt of many thousand dol- 
|| lars annually, no one of them owns a claim grow- 
|| ing out of this war debt to the amount of one cent. 
| Further, [can say that I have not been in the habit 
| of grabbing from the Treasury of this country. I 
|, have rendered service in several Indian wars in 
|; Oregon, and have such receipts for them as I shall 
\| wear to my grave; but for none of them have I 
| ever received one cent of payment—not one far- 
| thing of compensation. 
| In 1851, when the Indians broke out, and a ne- 
cessary war took place, I joined the forces with 
| asmall party of our citizens. We presented our- 
| selves to the gallant commander of the forces, 
Major Kearny, of the Army, to serve under his 
orders. I served under his orders as a private. | 
stated to the major, when I offered the little party 
| with me, that we came to serve, not for pay, not 





|| Indian hostilities, and saving the settlers from the 
| tomahawk and scalping-knife, and to bring about 
a speedy peace. I served with him through that 
war; and not one man who served with me has 
ever presented a claim to the amount of one cent 
|| up to this day. 

| re ° 

In 1853 another Indian war broke out, more 
|| formidable than the previous one. It was my 


| fortune then to be appointed the commander of 


individual who is interested in that debt; that new) the volunteers of that ‘Territory. [took command 


person has ever approached me on the subject; 
that | have had no conversation about it with any- 
body; but that so far as I have general impressions 
derived from the usual character of aeh claims, 
the great probability is, that I shall vote against 


the bill, except in some very modified form. I | 
irust that the object of the Senator from Oregon | 


being understood, as he only asks the opportunity 
of repelling the imputations cast upon > charac- 
ter, no Senator will refuse to extend that courtesy 
which, under such circumstances, has always 
been accorded by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. If I thought it could be done in 
a brief twenty minutes, I should have no objection 
to it; but this private claim, and the veto upon it, 
have been for a long time before the Senate. I 
know I can get through in much less than twenty 
minutes; the Senator from Oregon canno® it is 
perfectly certain he cannot. I will give him as 
much courtesy as anybody, but I must leave this 
matter to the Senate. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the question 
is on the motion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
os to take up the veto message of the Presi- 

ent. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 

adivision—ayes 20, noes 24. 


|| of the troops, and led them against the Indians, 

and after several battles we conquered a peace, 
, and I came here as the Delegate—for 1 was then 
| the Delegate—and procured payment for services 

rendered and for supplies furnished the troops en- 
gaged in that war; Dat I took care to get nothing 
| for myself. L said, when I joined the forces, that | 
| would take no pay for services; that, with them, 
I would struggle for the protection of the lives 
and property of our people; but that I would re- 
| ceive no compensation. ‘The pay-rolls that were 
| made out on that occasion embraced me as the 
brigadier, and allowed me pay. When the pay- 
master came round, he proposed to pay the 
amount due me on the rolls. I told him that I 
would not take it; that I did not serve in Indian 
wars for money; it was for the purpose of putting 


** But,’’ said he, ‘* these rolls show due you some 
four hundred dollars, ora little under that amount, 
and the accounts can never be settled until the rolls 
are receipted; the money will stand there to your 
credit, and if you do not take it, your children 
may.’’ I told him I would put it out of their 
power; that while I would not have a cent, I 
could direct him what to do with it, and upon 





| foremolument, but for the purpose of puttingdown | 


down troubles and protecting the settlements that | 
induced me to enter the service, and nothing else. | 
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| that condition I would receipt the rolls, and I did. 

RR was, that he would give it to two little boys, 

, the 7 survivors of a party of over twenty per- 
sons who had been barbarously murdered by the 
Indians. The money went into their hands by 
my direction, and the rolls were receipted, and 
the accounts settled. I must say that I feel sur- 

prised that it can be charged by sowe in this 

| country, that I would be associated with a claim 

| that is not just, and press it upon the Congress of 
the United States; and that Iam a party, and my 

, friends are parties to it. It it a slander upon my 
friends. Itisaslander of myself that certainly 
no honest man would make. 

In no case have I endeavored to get money out 

of this Government. [could mention many in- 

| stances that would controvert any such charge as 
| that. It was my fortune to cross the plains in 
| 1848 as Governor of Oregon Territory. 1 went 
there at great sacrifice. 1 crossed the mountains 

| in the dead of winter, and arrived at Oregon City 
on the 2d of March, after a journey of five months 

_ and twenty-two days, and the expense of my trip 
cost the Government not one quarter of a cent. [ 

|| made no charge of expenses. 1 did not feel that 

|, I was entitled to anything, and I never have 
| charged anything. The troops that.went with me 
| were raised and organized for duty in Oregon. 
| Twenty men were detailed, who crossed with me; 
but they went there with much less expense per 
capita than the regiment to"which they belonged 
went out the next summer. I had the good for- 
tune, when we were out of provisions, to aid in 
procuring subsistence with my rifle, without 
money and without price. 
These things are outside of the war debt; but 
| I mention them that they may be a complete con- 
tradiction of all the charges against the war debt, 
and all identity or personal interest in it or with 
| it, so far as I am concerned, for | have none; but 

, the people of Oregon have an interest in this mat- 
ter. Their claims are just; and as their represent- 
ative, |demand that promptaction be had. Further 

| delay in acting upon their claims would be injus- 

|| tice to the people of Oregon and Washington; and 
| I trust that the Senate will not very long delay 
| final action upon their claims. They have just 
claims, and the Congress has ordered them to be 
adjusted with a view to a final settlement and pay- 
ment, and here we are, year after year, kept out 
of money that is due our people. I presented this 
| matter in 1855, and L have pressed itevery session 
| since without success; but now L hope the tme 
is near at hand when we shall be able to press it 
| with success. 

‘| ‘The Indian war in Oregon and Washington 

|, Territories forms a part of the history of the 

| country, so generally read, and so well under- 
stood, that I deem it unnecessary to review the 
causes which produced it, or the many atrocities 
and cruelties, ever characteristic of savage Warfare, 
that marked its progress, till brought to a suc- 
| cessful termination by the unyielding courage and 

‘| fortitude of the volunteer militia, and the diseip- 

| lined valor of a portion of the regular Army, sent 

| by the War Department to aid the settlers in_re- 
| pelling their savage foe, and saving their families 
| and homes from destruction. 

|| The war commenced in October, 1855, in a 
general outbreak of the Indians over a region of 

| country extending from Rogue river to Puget 

| Sound—a fact which leaves no room to doubt the 
| existence among the savages of a settled purpose 
| and combination to wage against the white set- 
| tlers a war of extermination. How this purpose 

originated—who were the autlors of this combi- 

nation—are questions that | will not, at this me, 
| undertake to discuss. It is sufficient for the pur- 
|, pose which I have in view, to state that, without 
| warning, without preparation for defense, the 
|| whites were suddenly plunged, by the incyrsions 
| of the savages, into a long and bloody war, waged 
| with unrelenting ferocity on the partof the latter, 
and involving in its devastating progress the loss 

_ of the lives of hundreds of men, women, and chil- 

| dren, and the destruction of an immense amount 

|| of private property. 

| In the act of Congress making appropriations 

| for the civil expenses of the Government for the 

| year ending 30th June, 1857, a section was in- 

| serted, as follows: i 

“Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the Seeretary 
|| of War be directed to examine into the expenses necessa 
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rily incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the | 
Jate Indian war in Orcgon and Washington by the territo- 
rial governments of said Territories, for the maintenance 
of the volunteer forces engaged in said war, including pay || vide at once for its extinguishment.” 

of volunteers; and that be may, if in his judgment it be This is the testimony of a confidential arent of 
necessary, directa commission of three to proceed to ascer- ae ; y a 


tain and report to him all expenses incurred for purposes || the Treasury Department, who closely observed 
above specified.” || the proceedings of the commissioners, and having 

The Secretary ,acting under the authority vested ‘| ren ered himself familiar, by minute and careful 
in him Sy this clause, appointed a commission of || €X@mination, with all the data upon which their 
three persons, two of them officers of the Army, | 
long engaged in service on the Pacific coast, thor- | 
oughly acquainted with the history of the war 
from its commencement to its close, and possess- | 
ing an extensive and accurate knowledge of the 
prices of forage and subsistence necessary for the || 
maintenance of an effective military force in a re- || 
gion so remote from the great channels and marts 
of trade and commerce, and the unlimited facili- 
ties of transportation on the Atlantic side of the 
continent, 

The commission, after a patient and laborious 








have decided upon in estimating this war debt, I hold that 
| amount to be justly due, and trust that Congress will pro- 


} 
| 
| 
| 


| retary of War, in his report accompanying the 


December, 1857. ‘He says: 

‘These officers entered upon their duties on the 10th 
day of October, 1856, and seem to have labored with great 
assiduity and patience in discharge of them, until the 20th 
oft October last, when they were brought to a close. Ihave 
| examined this report very carefully, and conclude that, 
| from the data they have adopted for their guide, as to the 


: . . . . || prices for stores and subsistence and time of service ren- |! 
investigation of all claims submitted for their con- || rites for stores and subsistence and time of service ren 


dered by the men, it is not probable a more just and accu- 
rate result could be attained than these gentlemen have 
\| arrived at. The amount ascertained to be due is a very 
large one, and Congress will have to make provision for its 
payment. if it is intended they shall be liquidated, of which 
{ presume there can be no doubt.”’ 

To this recognition by the Secretary of War of 
the prépriety of the action of the commission, and 
the justice of their decisions, may be added a 
clause of the resolution of the Flouse of Repre- 


sideration, made a report to the Secritary of War, || 
in which they say: 

‘Tn passing upon the rates of compensation and allow- 
ance, the commission took into consideration the various 
matket prices of the different sections of country embraced 
in the field of operations during the late Indian war, and 
established, on the statements and testimony of the most 
competent Witnesses, caretully-adjusted prices current of | 
the several local markets. With these rates asa guide, 
each voucher was examined with reterence to the sums | 
therein allowed for the property or service described.” 

They further say: that, in the opinion of the House, the principle of 

“The commission deemed it proper, under the authority || adjustment adopted by the commission was just 
contained in the order organizing the board, to visit exten- |! and proper. he clause referred to is in these 
sively both Territories, with a view of being informed fully words: 


of the nature and extent of the late Indian hostilities, the | “en . ae ‘ ; 
means employed for their suppression, the rates of labor, || Phat, in auditing the claims for supplies, transporta- 
the prices current of property furnished the service, and || Hon, and other services incurred for the maintenance of 
the facilities and expense of transportation.” | said volunteers, he (the Auditor] is directed to bave a due 
" ‘ aad regard to the number of said troops, to their perivd of ser- 
Mr. WA DE. Mr. President ; || vice, and to the prices ourrent in the country at the time, 
Mr. LANE. If the Senator will allow me ten || and not to report said service beyond the time actually 
minutes, I will then give way, and finish my ar- {| €®8aged therein, nor to recognize supplies beyond a rea- 
gument on this question to-morrow. 

Mr. WADE. I am exceedingly anxious to get 

sty £& 
through with the homestead bill to-day. I aoe 
we shall do so, It has been debated; everybody | The requirements of this resolution, in my 
understands it; and I hope we shall have an end || opinion, have been fully met by the action of the 
of it before night. commission hereinbefore described. ‘They have 
Mr. HALE. | shown in their investigations and decisions ‘*a 
Mr. WADE. Let it be ten minutes, then. due regard to the number of troops, to their period 

Mr. LANE. ius appears, from the state- || of service, and the prices current of the countr 

Mr. LANI It th PI t the stat of service, and tl c t of the count 
ments of the commission, in their official report, || 
that every claim for compensation for animals, || claim for compensation for service not actually 
forage, or subsistence, was examined with refer- || rendered; and in recognizing supplies, they seem 
ence to the current prices of the several local mar- || not to have gone beyond ‘a reasonable approx- 
kets; and they assert that, *‘in all cases where || ee eee 
there existed established rates for a particular || ized by existing laws.’’ What that ‘ reasonable 





| authorized by existing laws and regulations for such troops, 
taking into consideration the nature and peculiarities of the 
service.’ 


He only wants ten minutes. 





kind of property, and the rates in the voucher |! approximation”? is, could be arrived at, and was || 
| arrived at, by the commission, only by a ‘due || 


were excessive, a deduction was recommended, 
and indorsed thereon.’ This obviously justand |} consideration of the nature and peculiarities of the 
Pee rule seems to have been rigidly adhered to || service’’—its many hazards and difficulties, the 
»y the commission in their adjudications; and || high price of labor and provisions, and the remote- 


there is, In my judgment, abundant evidence to | ness of the theater of hostilities from the sources || 


satisfy impartial minds that these adjudications || of supply of the most ordinary and necessary 
were the result of a careful and impartial investi- || comforts and equipments. When it is remem- 
gation of each particular case. In the progress || bered that these Territories were sparsely settled, 
of the investigation, when deemed necessary, con- | 
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impartially performed their duty. Whatever sum they may | 


action was predicated, could arrive at no other | 
conclusion than that above stated. We find astill | 
| higher and more authoritative sanction of the ac- | 
tion of the commission, in the language of the Sec- | 


| President’s message, submitted to Congress in | 


sentatives, adopted February 8, 1859, showing | 


| sonable approximation to the proportions and descriptions | 


| at the time.’? They appear to have rejected every | 








May 9, 
| tined to give strength and stability to our posses. 
|| sions on the Pacific—they went, relying upon the 
ability of the Government to afford them pro- 
tection. The faith of the Government, by 1), 
|, very act of extending tothem such an invitation 
| was pledged for their protection. Isolated for ¢ 
long time from the rest of the world, few in num. 
|| bers, but resolute in spirit, they applied themselyes 
| industriously to agricultural pursuits, and by , 
course of non-aggression towards their treachor. 
ous and dangerous neighbors, sicceeded for som, 
time in preserving peace between the two races 
|, with oceasional outbreaks, until October, 1855) 
when a general outLreak took place. It js met 
|| necessary to go into a history of the causes whic} 
|| led to the war. It may have been projected, as 
asserted by Mr. Browne, in his report already 
quoted, by an ambitious old chief, jealous of thi 
growing strength and numbers and wealth of th, 
white men. This may have been the immedia:, 
cause of the outbreak. But it is unnecessary 4 
| look beyond the mutual antipathy between th 
:, two races for causes of hostility. ‘The history of 
|| the first settlement of every part of this country, 
' from the Atlantic to the Pacific, is a history of , 
| continual struggle between the white man and red 
| man for dominion. This conflict has usually fol- 
|| lowed, sooner or later, whenever the two races 
|| have been brought in contact. However pacific 
|| the whites may have shown themselves in inten- 
| tion and action towards neighboring tribes, there 
|, are very few instances on record in which they 
'| havesucceeded in averting a collision for any long 
|| period of time. I will not undertake to inquire 
| oer far this antagonism of races may be recou- 
|| ciled by removing, if possible, the causes which 
produced it. The fact cannot be denied, that 
|| such antagonism does exist, and that, thus far, i 
|| has, except in the few instances referred to, proved 
|| incompatible with the preservation of a lasting 
|| peace between the two races. 
|| There is no reliable, impartial evidence to sus- 
|| tain the charge of aggression preferred against th 
|| people of Washington and Oregon. You have nv 
1 reason to believe that they have committed acts 
1 


4 


of aggression towards the Indians in their neigh- 
borhood, justifying the latter in making war, much 
|| less justifying the atrocities perpetrated on defense- 
less settlers and their helpless families. 1 know the 
|| war was forced upon our people by circumstances 
over which they had no control. They have sus- 
| tained immense losses of property, plundered or 

destroyed by the savages, for which they have re- 
ceived no compensation. For the service actually 
|| rendered, the supplies furnished in the prosecution 
_of the war, upon the implied faith of the Gov- 
ernment, they should receive compensation with- 
out further delay. Justice demands that some- 


| fended their homes from the torch of the savage, 
and with unshaken fortitude and heroic courage. 
|| amidst the most fearful perils, saved our settle- 
| ments from devastation and ruin. 

| Mr. President, it was my desire to go into a 





| thing should be done to reward the volunteers of 
. ‘ 
|| Oregon and Washington, who so gallantly de- ' 


ferences were held with officers and agents, and || 
the testimony of competent and disinterested wit- || 


nesses taken touching claims of doubtful regular- 
ity and integrity. 

The fact that a majority of the members com- 
posing the commission were selected with espe- 
cial reference to their high character for integ- 
rity, and their long experience in connection with 


‘| brous paraphernalia of a camp; that long and 


| mere germs of future States; that in the progress 4) history of the war, and examine all the authori- 

of the wara great part of the settlements were || ties on the subject, and the reports of the various 
destroyed, the houses pillaged and burnt, the |! officers whose duty it has been to examine this 
| cattle driven off; that the agricultural industry of || matter, and especially to examine the criticism of 

the country was almost entirely suspended; that || certain officers of the Government upon the claims 
to reach the enemy in their fastnesses it became 
necessary for the troops to traverse rugged mount- 
| ains with baggage, munitions, and all the cum- 


| of our people; but, as I have occupied the time 
that the Senator from Ohio had the kindness to 
extend to me, I will merely state, that I shall 
avail myself of the very first opportunity to go 


j 


the military service on the Pacific coast, is a suf- || painful marches were performed, and battles 


ficient guarante@that they brought to the position 


assigned them the qualifications necessary to a | 


proper discharge of its duties. The great care, 


the patient labor with which each case scems to | 


have been examined, can be viewed in no other 
light than as evincing, on the part of the commis- 
sion, the strongest possible desire to perform their 
dues faithfully and impartially. That they suc- 
ceeded in carrying out this very laudable hain, 
we have the testimony of J. Ross Browne, Esq., 
special agent of the Treasury Department, who 
having made a tour of inspection through the Ter- 
ritories of Oregon and Weahington, under the 
orders of that Department, in a letter to the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, dated December 4, 
1857, referring to the proceedings of the commis- 
sion, said: 

Tha eammiceianera ot Vancanver have faithfully and 





fought by volurteers imperfectly equipped, and 


exposed to the rigors of a winter of unusual se- 


ower of labor and the value of all property on the 


acific coast are much above the prices of labor 


into athorough examination of the facts connected 
with the case, and examine with care the crit- 
cisms on the justice of these claims. I will say 


| by the people of Oregon and Washington are just, 
and this Government will not refuse to pay them; 


|| be a departure from the ordinary rates allowed in 


and property on this side the Rocky Mountains, 
it will not appear unreasonable that in adjusting 
the standard of compensation for military service 
and supplies furnished on the Pacific, there should 


and he who has the temerity to charge that th: 
claims are not just, that it is an attempt to defraud 
this Government, is capable of slandering an 1)- 
| noc®nt people; a people as patriotic and as devoted 
to this country as the people in any portion of the 
Union. There are none more so. Why any ge" 
tleman or man, scribbler or other, could have |! 
| in his heart to charge that Oregon would send uj 
| a claim against the Government that was not Just, 
I cannot conceive. One thing I will say: that l 
| shall never present a claim that in my conscience 
| I do not believe to be just. 





the Atlantic States. 
The inhabitants of the present State of Oregon 
_and Territory of Washington—such of them at 
least as bore arms in the late war, or furnished 
supplies—have, in my opinion, a special claim to 
a just and speedy compensation for their service 
and sacrifices. Invited to those distant regions by 
the law donating the public lands—a policy des- 





i 

| 

| 
| verity; when it 1s remembered, also, that the || no more at present than that the dialane presented 
I will never ask the 


‘ consideration of anything for the people of Ore- 
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Mr. FITCH. By the courtesy of the Senator 
from Ohio, I wish simply to state that at some 


from Oregon has alluded. I may speak of their 


source; I shall speak of their object. It is suffi- || that gentlemen whom] see around me here should 


of a shade of circumstance to sustain them. 


| 
HOMESTEAD BILL. | 
Mr. WADE. I move now to take up the 
homestead bill, and I hope we shall proceed with 
it until we finally finish it, as we shall do, I trust, 
o-day. 
" + PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) It is the duty of the Chair to an- 
novnce the special order of the day, being the un- 
finished business of yesterday, the resolutions of 
the Senator from Mississippi. The Senator from 
Ohio moves to postpone the special order, and all 
prior ones, with a view to take up for considera- 
tion the homestead bill. 
Mr. DAVIS. I do not antagonize with the Sen- | 
ator from Ohio, particularly as I understand the | 
Senator from Tennessee hopes to get a vote on 
this bill to-day. All controversies about priority | 
of business, consuming time, are to me entirely 
disagreeable. I hope, however, when the reso- || 
lutions are taken up to-morrow, we shall continue | 
to consider them until we reach a vote. a 
Mr. WADE. I hope we shal! get through with || 
this bill, so that there will be nothing to interrupt || 


that; and I think we can get through, if we are || 


disposed to do it, to-day. || 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 
resumed, asin Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 416) to secure home- 
steads to actual settlers on the public domain, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) | 
The Chair will state, that the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Wave] moved to amend the bill of the com- 
mittee by striking out all after the enacting clause, 
and inserting the House bill. Before the question 
shall be taken on substituting one bill for the 
other, both propositions—the matter proposed to 
be stricken out, and the matter proposed to be in- 
serted—are open to perfection; and in order to 
avoid confusion, the Chair will state further, that 
he will consider motions to amend the original 
bill, or the bill of the committee, in th@first place; 
and after that shall have been perfected, he will 
entertain motions to amend the matter proposed 
to be inserted —the House bill. The following 
amendment is now pending to the original (or com- | 
mittee’s) bill, offered by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Critrenpen.} In section five, line 
two, to strike out the words *‘ now or hereafter,”’ 
and to insert ** who at the passage of this act is;”’ 
so that the section will read: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if any person, 
who, at the passage of this act, is a resident of any one of 
the States or Territories, and not a citizen of the United 
States, but who, at the time of making such application for 
the benefit of this act, shall have filed a declaration of in- 
tention, as required by the naturalization laws of the United 
States, and shall have become a citizen of the same before 
the issuing of the patent, as provided for in this act, such | 


person shall be entitled to ail the rights conferred by this 
act. 


The amendment was rejected. 
_Mr.GRIMES. i move to amend the bill by 
inserting after the word ‘‘family,’’ in the third 
line of the first section, the words, ‘‘or single per- 
son over the age of twenty-one years,” 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask if that 
was not submitted and voted on before? 

Mr. GRIMES. It was not submitted by me; | 
and I am not aware that it was voted on by the 
Senate. I understand from Senators around me 
that it has not been submitted to the Senate, and 
has not been voted on. 

Several Senators. What is the object? 

Mr. GRIMES. The object is to grant the 
preémption right to the head of a family or a 
single person over the age of twenty-one years, 
and a citizen of the United States. I have a 
single word to say in support of this proposition. 
I cannot, for my life, conceive any substantial 
reason why the policy of Congress in relation to 
the subject of the disposal of the public lands in | 
regard to this particular point, should be changed || 
at this juncture; nor can I see any principle on || 
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some other members of the Senate are permitted 
| to enjoy. I cannot conceive why the venerable 
and venerated President of the United States, for | 


| was adopted, in 1799, which was an act granting | 
_ aretrospective preémption tothe purchasers under || 


| or whether they had filed their declarations to || 


| change the current of legislation upon this sub- 
| ject, and undertake to confine the benefits of this | 
| graduation law, or this preémption law, (for it is 
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| 


on, or any portion of this country, that bears || which the Congress of the United States should | friends around me here, can go on the public do- 
enon its face anything like fraud or injustice. | undertake to distinguish between persons as to | 5 
| 
} 


aws of the United States. I do not apprehend | 
tunate as not to enjoy the domestic felicity which || 


instance, when he shall retire from the position 
that he now occupies, and shall seek to forget || 
the cares and anxieties of public life, if he chooses || 
to go upon the public domain, should not be per- | 
mitted to go there and enjoy like privileges with || 
the humblest citizen of the United States. I 
say it would be unjust to him, and it would be |) 
unjust to my friends around me. If it would be 
unjust to them, it would be equally unjust toany | 
other citizen of the United States; and it isin con- | 
travention of the settled policy of this Govern- 
ment on this subject. 
You have passed, since the first preémption law || 


John Cleve Simms, fifty-nine preémption laws. | 
With the single exception of three of them, you 
have granted them without distinction of rights as 
to the fact whether the persons taking under the || 
preémption laws were citizens of the United States, || 





become citizens of the United States, or whether | 
they were heads of families or not. You only 
asked, up to 1841—prior to which time there | 
had been thirty-eight preénition laws passed, all | 
of which were retrospective—that these people | 
should go upon the public domain, develop the | 
resources of the country, strengthen your Govern- 
ment, and then you declared they should be enti- | 
tled to enjoy all the benefits of your preémption law. 
In 1841, youadopted your first prospective preémp- | 
tion law; and the benefits of that law were not | 
confined to the heads of families; and in only one | 
or two instances out of fifty-nine, (almost an av- | 
erage of one preémption law per annum during || 
the last sixty years,) was there any restriction to 
the heads of families. Now, I say there is no 
principle that I can conceive of why we should || 


in effect nothing else than a preémption law,) to | 
ersons who happen to be married, or happen to 
e the heads of families. 

Then, again, Mr. President, this bill, in this | 
shape, is exceedingly unjust, and will operate an | 
injustice to some classes of our citizens. Now, | 
a single man can go upon the public domain upon 
yaying $1 25 per acre. 


1991 


SS a _— 





main only upon paying $1 25 per acre; or he can 


their particular domestic and social relations. Be- || apply under the preemption law, and have two 

cause a man happens not to be a married man or 

future day, and I trust an early day, I shall have || the head of a family, I do not conceive that that 

something to say in regard to newspaper attacks || is a substantial reason why he should be de- | 

in connection with this bill, to which the Senator | pare of the benefits of a preémption under the || 
\| 


i! a credit before he must pay up his $1 25; but 


can go on that public land and have five years’ 
credit, and then enter it at twenty-five cents an 
acre; or if I enter on land which in the mean time 
has graduated down to twelve and a half cents an 


/ acre, I can enter it at that price; whereas my 
° } ° a . . } 
cient now to say that they are without the shadow || be deprived of the benefits of a preemption under || 


the laws of Congress, because they are so unfor- 


neighbor, occupying an adjacent quarter section 
to me—entitled, as I think, in justice, to all the 
benefits that should be conferred upon any citizen 
of the United States—is obliged to pay $1 25 an 
acre for his land. ; 


Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator permit me to 


|| call his attention to another section? The home- 
|| stead part of this bill is only applied to public 


lands liable to sale at private entry; but the pre- 
emption law, under a variety of acts, is extended 
even to unsurveyed lands in many cases; so that, 
if he will balance the case of the preémptor and 
the enterer of the homestead under this Senate 
bill, he will find that the advantages are about 
equal. The difference in price is more than com- 
pensated by the advantages of the preémption. 
Mr. GRIMES. _ Mr. President 
Mr. FITCH. IfI have the permission of the 
Senator from Iowa, as he appears to be now speak- 
ing to the merits of the bill 1 wish to state an ob- 
jection to his amendment, in order that he may so 
modify it as to obviate the objection. The object 





‘| of the bill evidently is to give only to heads of 


families. I have no objection to voting for an 
amendment which will allow male citizens over 
twenty-one ycars of age to enter the same amount 
of land; but his amendment goes further. 

Mr. GRIMES. I am willing to make the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Indi- 
ana, although in principle 1 am in favor of the 

roposition I submitted. For the sake of secur- 
ing the vote of the Senator from Indiana, I will 
make the alteration. 

Mr. FITCH. The principle may be correct; 
but itis not the principle of the bill. —The Senator 
will see that hisamendment would permit an un- 
married female to obtain land, who subsequentl 
might marry an unmarried male, settled by the 
side of her tract; and then, of course, they would 
have three hundred and twenty acres instead of 
one hundred and sixty—a speculation at the ex- 
pense of heads of families who happen to reside 


|| near them. 


Mr.GREEN. [am strongly inclined to think 
that I shall support this bill now; for instead of 
being a homestead bill, as was originally an- 


| nounced, it has dwindled down and become sim- 


ply a measure proposing to reduce the price of the 


| public lands on certain conditions. I was opposed 


to the homestead bill first, because Congress could 
not create a homestead. The moment the title 
passes out of the United States, the land is sub- 
ject to State laws—liable to be sold for taxes, 
under execution for State debts, and otherwise. 
‘The friends of the measure seem to have given up 





fr. PUGH. The preémption law stands. | 
Mr. GRIMES. A man can go on the public | 
lands. If he is a single man he can go upon the | 
public domain only on paying $1 25, under your 
preémption laws, or purchasing the land at a pub- 
lic sale. If he happens to be a man witha family, 
he can go upon the public domain, and have a | 
credit of five years, under this bill, and then enter 
it at twenty-five cents an acre. If, in the mean 
time, he finds an opportunity to sell it during | 
those five years, he can go to the land office and 
enter itat $] 25 an acre. Buta young man, who 
is still struggling to establish himself, so that he 
may become the head of a family, is obliged to 
expend his $1 25 an acre in the first instauce, be- | 
fore he can go on the public domain and make | 
his improvement. 


Mr. PUGH. The Senator is mistaken. Two | 








| years are given to settlers under the general pre- | 


emption act, by the seventh section of this bill. | 

Mr. GRIMES. Very well. If the Senator | 
will refer to section ten of this bill he will see | 

That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to pre- | 
vent any person who has availed him or herself of the ben- | 
efit of the first section of this act from paying the minimum | 
price, or the price to which the same may have been grad- 


; uated, for the quantity of land so entered at any time be- | 


fore the expiration of the five years, and obtaining a patent | 
therefor from the Government, as in other cases provided | 
by law. | 


Under this provision a single man, one of my | 


the idea of a homestead. A homestead may be 
right enough in itself; but a homestead must be 
created by the competent authority; a homestead 
must be created by the States, not by the Federal 
Government. Since that idea is given up, I feel 
very much inclined to support this proposition, 
not because it is a homestead, but because it is 
not a homestead, and because it simply provides 
| a means for lowering the price of the public lands 
on certain terms; and I would like the public to 
know, throughout the length and breadth of this 
Government, that this has no more relevancy, 
has no more relation, has no more similarity to 
a homestead bill, than it has to anything else that 
rae may choose to denominate it. It is a bill to 
ower the price of the public lands from $1 25 
down to twenty-five cents an acre, provided the 
party purchasing shall go upon the Sat and oc- 
cupy it for five years. 

I wish, however, in this connection, to throw 
out one suggestion. I do not wish the United 
States to hold up public lands in the States—-to 
lease them out and permit them to be occupied, 
with the title vested in the United States—to the 
detriment of the States. I believe in the original 
doctrine, the modern doctrine, the true doctrine 
of State rights. If the Federal Government can 
| hotd the public lands, and permit them to be oc- 
| cupied and leased out on terms for five years, why 
| not for twenty-five, why not for fifty-five, why 
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not for one hundred and five, and why not in per- 


petuity ? I doubt on this question, and only make 
the suggestion so as to call the attention of the 
Senate to the point. 

To preémptors, we have always said: ** go upon 
the public lands; make your claim; we give you 
one year within which to prove the fact of your 
claim, to pay for your land, and obtain your 
title.’? Farther than this the Government has 
never gone. Prior to 1822, thé Federal Govern- 
ment sold the land at two dollars an acre, and 
gave a credit for the payment of the purchase 
money. 
it involved purchaser and Government both in in- 
extricable confusion. The policy was changed. | 
Instead of selling the land at two dollars an acre, | 
on credit, the Government brought it down to | 
$1 25, cash. It has remained from that day to 
the present. In 1836 a preémption law was | 
passed. Tlowever, before that time, I may re- | 
late a certain matter of history. Before the lands | 
wert surveyed and open to settlement, certain in- 
dividuals would rush in and occupy the best por- 
tions of the public lands without authority from 
the United States; and even before treaties were | 
made with the Indians, authorizing them, they 
would rush in and pick out the choicest spots of 
the land. Congress passed a number of what 
were called preémption laws, every one of which 
was retrospective, looking backwards, saying that 
those who now occupy the land shall eae the 
privilege of purchasing it, paying the minimum 
price, according to the laws of the United States. 
Untit 1838, or 1840, lam not positive about the 
dit . there never was a prospective preémption | 
flaw. Mr. Van Buren was the first candidate be- 
fore the American people who announced as his 
doctrine prospective preémption laws. What I 
mean by a prospective preémption law is, a pre- 
emption law which says to the people in advance, 


oceupy it; and you shall have the first choice in 
buying it.”? The public, however, sustained even 
that law. It was passed, I think, in 1838, 1839, 
or 1840, Ido not remember which. 

Whatis this? It was thrown into the Senate, 
massed through the House with a huzza, and 
eralded before the country as a great homestead 

measure, When members make speeches on the 
subject, they say **why not provide homes for | 
the homeless and houses for the houscless; why 
not provide for the men, women, and children 
who wantan opportunity to work; why not se- 
cure to them an opportunity not to be forced into 
the poor-house and into the work-shops ?’’ That 
all sounds very well; but when reduced to its 
merits, is thisa homestead: Does it secure a home 
to anybody? I challenge the warmest friend of 
this measure to answer this one single question: 
loes it secure a home to anybody ? Has Con- 
gress the power to secure a home to anybody ? 
Congress can give away its money, Congress can 
give away its land, Congress can give away all 
its property as an agent of the Federal Govern- 
ment, wrongfully Ladmit, | ut still it has the con- 
stitutional power to doit. In other words, you 
have the physical brute force to do it, whether 
right or wrong; but when thus given away, what 
have you aceomplished? Have you secured 
homes to the homeless, houses to the houseless, 
and work to men who do not want work? The 
very last thing the man who will not buy land at 
the present rate fixed by law wants is work. [| 
think it would be a great deal better to amend this | 
bill, and propose to give twenty-five dollars fora | 
chest of tools to every mechanic of the North who | 
wants a chest of tools. I want to know the dif- 
ference, and I challenge my friend from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Jounson]—no Ido not challenge him; 
being a candidate for the Presidency,1 do not 
want to call him out—but [ want anybody else 
except him to tell me the difference. G you talk | 
about giving work to the man who has no oppor- | 
tunity to work, why not vote twenty-five dollars 
to buy a chest of tools to the mechanic of Natick, 
the man who struck for wages—twenty-five dol- 
lars for a chest of tools; I believe they call ita 
kit sometimes when it is a smaller quantity—a 
kit of tools to put on their Lack? Why not vote 
for that as well as for forty acres of land, eighty 
acres of land, or one hundred and sixty acres of 
land to a man who does net know how to use | 
tools, and perhaps cannot drive a plow? Where | 
is the difference in principle? 


It was found, by actual experience, that || 
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I say to you, Mr. President, to-day, and I say 
to the American people, if you predicate the right 


to pass this bill on the idea of furnishing homes | 


to the homeless, and work to the worthless ras- 
cals who will not work when you give them an 
opportunity, I am against the whole proceeding. 
Any man, now, who wants to get work, can get 
forty acres of land in the State of Missouri for 


dollars. 

Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. GREEN. 
acre. 

Mr. GRIMES. We have no graduated land 
in lowa. 

Mr. GREEN. The graduation law applies to 
fowa as much as it does to any other State. 

Mr. GRIMES. Exactly; but our lands are 


cultivable; they were long ago sold and occupied. 


No, sir. 
Yes, sir; twenty-five cents an 


Those that are left are sold at much higher rates 


than that. 


Mr. GREEN. I know what I am talking 


about. 
Mr. GRIMES. So dol. 
Mr.GREEN. [I live within twenty-five miles || 


| of the line of the State of the Senator from lowa, 


and I know, personally, that lands are there in 
that State that have not yet been sold, that have 
been in market long enough to be reduced to 
twenty-five cents an acre. 


Mr. HARLAN. If the Senator will allow me, | 
| the report of the Commissioner of the General | 
| Land Office last year will show that no lands 


have been sold in lowa for less than a dollar an 
acre under the graduation law. 


Mr. GREEN. Have not been sold because they | 


were not worth selling at the low rate. I under- 
stand that well. I willnot be thrown off by these 
side issues. I know whatI say. You can go and 


j | geta home for from We to ten, twenty, or forty 
before they do settle upon the land, ‘* go upon it, 


dollars in any of the western States; and now is 


_ it possible that the character of the American peo- 
| ple is to be so disgraced that we are to reduce || 
| them lower than that? Whatdo you accomplish | 
| by it? 


Is any man fit to have forty acres of land 
who will not pay five dollars for it? Your bill 
makes him pay five dollars. It is the present law. 
Hence I say I’am prepared to vote for your bill, 
I think; but in voting for it I want to disabuse 
the public mind, and let them know that the ori- 
einal cheat, fraud, and trick has been eviscerated; 


its bowels have been taken out; it is a different | 


proposition. 
I will say one word further. 
ment had the power and the right to give away 


money and property, it would bea very bad pol- | 


icy. First, if you could give it away at all, it 
ought to be given away equally; I ought to get 
my share of it, and the Senator from ‘Tennessee 
ought to get his share of it. It ought to be given 
away in proportion to either population or to ne- 
cessity. 


know there isa taxing power in this Government. 
It can tax without measure and without stint. 
When taxation has accumulated in the Treasury, 
what is to be done with it? For what purpose is 
the power given tothe Federal Government? ‘To 
pay the debts and to defray the expenses of the 
Government. Is it for the purpose of dividing 
out every few years? If that is the purpose, I 
say this Government ought to end to-day. What! 
an agrarian system which would enable a central 
power to tax the whole people, the industrious, 


the energetic, the active, those who work and | 
| those who save! To tax them to give to whom? | 


To the low, the worthless spendthrifts who never 
made a dollar, who will never save a dollar, but 
scatter all you give them. I tell you that the best 
stimulus to industry and to enterprise is, (and it 
isthe great principle that has made England what 
she is, and the United States what the United 
States now are,) meunt and tuum. What is mine 
is mine. I have a stimulus to go forward and 
make., What is thine is thine. Thou hast the 
same advantage and the same motive. But you 
create a power which says, ‘* we will tax you all, 


and divide out Pee of three, five, fifteen, or | 


> 


twenty years.’ ho has any motive to do it? 


to promote the prosporty of the people. 
I have never 


I say it with all due deference to my friends, with 


| taxes laid upon you and me, and upon the gre 
. B gre 
five dollars. He can do the same in Jowa for ten | 





If this Govern- | 


y. If necessity governed it, I would get a | 
larger share than he gets. And what is the object || 
of our Government? Is it to divide property? I 
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whom I am compelled to differ on this question 
than to hear so much said about homes to the 
homeless, and houses to the houseless, Ruild 
your houses—why do you not propose that? 
You dare not come up to your own idea. Pro. 


pose to take the money out of the Treasury, the 


: ; at 
body of our constituents, to build a mansion 


house for one of these vagabonds, who never 
made five dollars, and never willin his life. |¢ 
it be, however, a proposition simply to dispose 
of the public lands, to put them down within the 


| reach of everybody who will make a good use of 
| them, I shall have no objection to it; and all Lam 


saying to-day is designed simply for one purpose, 


| and that is to show that, so far as the original 


proposition was cpncerned, it was false in fact, 
false in principle, and destructive of the purposes 
of the Government. As it is now eviscerated, it 
is not quite so objectionable. I may, perhaps, 


| vote for it, but it shall not be sustained with m 


vote in the character and under the guise of the 
original proposition, which was offered in the 
Senate. I think I have sufficiently expressed my 
views on the subject, Mr. President, and I leayeit, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
as to the construction which the Senator from 
Missouri has put on the provisions of the original 
bill before the Senate granting homesteads, | will 
say that I concur with him very fully, and I cer- 
tainly never would have supported a bill with that 
provision. Neitherdo I believe that this side of the 


| Chamber would have supported it all, unless with 


a very few exceptions. Neither do I believe that 


| more than a majonity of the other side could have 


been persuaded to support it. Neither do I be- 
lieve that the Hcuuse of Representatives them- 
selves could have considered what they enacted 
when they passed the provision that was in the 
House bill. That provision went on expressly to 
declare that the lad which it was proposed to give, 
should be given vpon a settlement of five years, 
and should never become subjected to any debt 
which existed or was contracted, or created, an- 
terior to this grant. I do not believe that sucha 
law could ever have been enforced in our courts, 
or could ever have been sanctioned, or could ever 
have been regarded as constitutional on the part 
of the Government of the United States. But my 
impression is, that the House of Representatives 
themselves, had, by carelessly throwing words 
together, r@ached that result, and that their atten- 
tion had not been specially attracted to it. The 
Senate committee, however, treating the proposi- 
tion, of course, as being such as they had in fact 


| intended, propose to change it altogether; and it 


is no longera homestead in that sense, The prop- 
osition which is made now has the homestead 
characteristic about it sufficiently, as I understand 
it, to satisfy at least the original friends of the 
homestead measure. That is in the words which 
I will read: 


Sec. 3. That no Jand acquired under the provisions of 
this act shall in any event become liable to the satisfaction 


| of any debt or debts until after the issuing of the patent 


theretor. 


The meaning of which is strictly and entirely 
that the lands which the Government of the United 
States owns, and has not parted with, shall not be 
made liable to individual debts. To that extent, 
it may be said that it has the characteristic of the 
homestead for a period of five years, or up to such 
time as the settler himself shall come forward and 
pay the present standing minimum price of $1 25 
and acquire his title. It operates no further. | 
concur with the Senator from Missouri that I never 
could—and I do not believe a majority of the Sen- 
ate by any manner of means could—have been 
persuaded to pass the original provision; but | im- 
agine there is nota solitary individual in the Sen- 
ate who will hesitate for one instant in voting for 
this proposition, and supporting it. It is simply 
that provision which is necessary to secure the 
Government of the United States froza a loss of its 
own land, it may be, in some cases, for the hon- 
est debts of a man who has settled on it; but it 
may be, and in a thousand other cases it would 
be, that he would lose it by fraud, and it would be 


| acquired by collusion, and the Government of the 
Like the nomadic tribes of the desert, they will | 
waste, they will squander, they will do nothing 


United States lose the land, whilst others would 
get it for a mere song, unless this provision were 
in the bill. That is the true position of that mat- 


»een more shocked in my life, and || ter. It simply gives a man the protection which 
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js an incident tg the right the United States Gov- || the heads of families should be allowed to pur- | 
ernment saves to itself, which lasts only for the || chase a hundred and sixty acres, if they actually | 
term of years within which the settler is to go for- || reside upon it five years, at the price of twenty- 


ward and complete his title, and which ceases as 
a protection to him the moment the Government 
of the United States parts with its tite. That is 
the situation of that provision. I shall say no 
more in regard to that, deeming it unnecessary. 

But in regard to the amendment which is pro- 
posed by the Senator from lowa, I beg to suggest 
to him a very few considerations. The bill now 
before us is One of compromise and concession 
upon all sides, the object being to get up, if we 
could, a measure which shall be consistent with 
ihe present public land system, which shall be 
beneficial rather than derogatory to the interest 
of the Treasury of the United States, and which 
shall be beneficial to the public service, which 
shall come in aid of the present land system. 
That system has been brought to a stand-still by 
an inherent defect of the system. It is desired to 
release it; to wntie It; to put it in full march again; 
notonly withoutcosting the Governmentany thing 
at all, but actually while it confers many benefits 
and also serves to fill the vaults of the Treasury, 
of which now we can have no possible hope. 

The Senator from lowa now proposes to insert 
anew class of beneficiaries; and this is not the 
first time that proposition has been made and de- 
bated here since this last reported bill has been 
under consideration. It has been up before. 
Whether it has been voted upon before, I will not 
say. Itis earnestly insisted that the class shall 
be enlarged. As the bill stands now, the only 
class of persons that can come in and claim the 
benefit of this act at twenty-five cents ap acre 
must be the heads of families. It is proposed to 
enlarge it and take in all single persons of the age 
of twenty-one years and upwards, who have no 
families, (unless it be the women themselves,) 
who are, or ought to be, amply able to take care 
of themselves. Unless they be cripples or idiots, 
they have no title to your sympathy; and they 
have no need for your assistance. All the ordinary 
preemption laws are already open to them; there 
is no burden upon their shoulders. Let them go 
forward, as they do go, upon the rich lands of the 
West, and make their way out. They can live 
anywhere, if they are jah as they shoei be; 
and if they are not such, they are entitled to none 
of your special bounty. 

1 do not think that the Senator acts wisely in 
thrusting in this class here. There is one other 
great consideration that should not be forgotten. 
If he sueceeds in providing for the class that he 
now proposes to putin, (those single men who are 
over twenty-one years of age,) he will discover, 
on reflection, that he restores to this bill that class 
from which three fourths of all the fraud that can 
be perpetrated on it must inevitably come. ‘Those 
who are the heads of families cannot well play off 
fraud, when it comes to settling, to moving ona 
tract in day time, and moving off at night, or go- 
ing there and staying a day or two, and then re- 
turning and leaving what other property they have 
got. Those who have property cannot do this. 
‘They are not to be.transferred from place to place 
with every wind that blows; but those who have 
none at all ean avail themselves of this. Those 
who have families are compelled, so far as they 
go on to claim the benefits of this act, to do so en 
actual settlement. The head of a family cannot 
go forward and backward, from place to place, in 
aminute. But, if you insert this amendment, he 
can, if he is disposed to commit fraud, use those 
about him that are twenty-one years of age, or 
whom he can make appear to the legal authorities 
to be twenty-one years of age. He has his chil- 
dren, his nephews, his relatives, that are young, 
and may be living with him. He can make his 
settlements and send them out-to make others; 
and much perjury must necessarily come from it, 
and a great amount‘of fraud. From this quarter 
must come three fourths of the fraud which can 
be perpetrated under this act. It is on consider- 
ations of this kind, and with a view, if possible, 
of fixing on a bill which should be satisfactory 
and beneficial, one which could meet with the 
Judgment and approval of the Senate, that the Sen- 
ate committee, after frank conference, wishing to 
give and to take, agreed that they would limit the 
class to those who, all would say, ought justly to 
receive some consideration, some little aid at the 
hands of the Government, that those who were 
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| five cents an acre, which covers the original cost | 
| of the land. 
Now, sir, if the Senator restores the class he | 


as good for a dozen other amendments that can | 


est and anxious that a bill shall be passed which | 
may be wise within itself, and which can become | 
| a law, to give up some portion of that which they |) 
ask, and wait till the future for improvements. If | 


this law is found not to be sufficient, and to need | 


the proposed extension, and get from Congress 
amendments and relief. I do not believe that the 
Senator from Lowa 1s acting wisely for this bill by 
proposing to insert the addition. It embraces a | 
class of about one half. We know there was a | 
strong opposition to the original bill—an opposi- | 
tion that almost unanimously embraced this side 
of the Chamber. We have aconviction pervading | 
all of us, that the bill, as it stood, could not, if it 

assed both branches of Congress, become a law, 
yecause it would not command two thirds of both 
branches. Why ask, and why so unreasonable 
as to ask, that everything shall be conceded, in | 
the face of the fact, that all must be lost inevitably ? 
I do not think so. I am satisfied that the Senator 
is anxious to pass an act such as may benefit the 
people, and such as may also be a benefit to the 
Treasury of the United States. I suppose he is 
earnest and honest in regard to it; but, sir, the 
| principle of exaction, if thrown in here, must 
| defeat all his anxiety for it; and I do not well 
appreciate the fact that he seems not distinctly to 
see that such must be the result. 

Iam here to maintain thjs bill, because I be- | 
lieve we can pass it, and because having passed it 
through both branthes, I believe the Executive 
will give to it his signature; but I do not feel 
otherwise than that we are treading on the line, 
and that if we cross it we are liable to lose every- 
thing. The Senator wants to aid bachelors. It 
| is unnecessary for me to allude to a remark which 
fell from the lips of a brother Senator near me— | 
that they do not need our sympathies; it is im- 
possible that they should. fa some States it has 
| been said that bachelors are ho better than dogs; 
they do not discharge their duties towards so- 
ciety; and many propositions have been submit- | 
ted to enact laws by which they shall be taxed 
separately, and be made to pay particularly and 
specially. Lam not disposed to proscribe them 
| entirely, but, at the same time, I am not willing | 
| that they shall come into this bill in consideration 
| of the train of fraud that must follow. 

Now, as to introducing persons of all classes, 
(for the Senator’s amendment, I believe, embraces 
| females as well as males,) it is a provision that 
must bring more fraud, from which the females 
can get no benefit in comparison to the fraud 
that must be produced. I doubt whether there 
will be any fair proportion that will ever geta 
piece of land by virtue of the amendment. ‘They 
are not able to go vut by themselves; they are 
not heads of families. Vous women ovet the 
| age of twenty-one, are to be brought in the wil- 
derness, make a settlement, build a house, and | 
live in it by themselves, and unmarricd. Why, 











that state of things, even if there are those who 
| will accept it. But few would accept it. But | 
| there are those having influences over the minds 


be offered, and I trust that, as far as they are con- | 





cerned, they may be spared, not so much from 
the temptation—that I do not believe would af- 
fect them—as from the natural influences, and 
from the improper influences, Which would place 
them in that situation. I hope very much the 
Senator will not press the amendment; and if he 
does press it, I trust the Senate will vote itdown 
entirely. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I propose very briefly to 
| address the Senate, for I think about the fortieth 
| time, on this important question, that has a great 
| deal involved in it, as we are informed by the Sen- 





_ ator from Tennessee. The great principle hasbeen | 


now proposes to insert, he will find reasons just || 


be proposed. I beg those who are sincerely earn- || 


extension, they can apply, upon the merits of || 


1993 








ported from the Senate committee, I am willing, 

as a compromise measure, to vote for, but I do it 
_ under protest. I have never in my life done any- 
thing more reluctantly, and when I have done it, 
if it shall pass, l am afraid that it will pass for 
the wrong reason. 

The original proposigion, as introfuced, and 
that has been denounced by my friend from Mis- 
souri, was so obnoxious to everybody on this 
side, that | thought we could have fought that off 
and killed it. Unfortunately, a substitute, that is 
not quite so objectionable, has been brought in, 
and I fear that that will be passed; but between 
the two I shall certainly take the least obnoxious. 

I have fought this question on all the grounds 
| upon which it is presented, and I choose now to 
| state very briefly, or rather to recapitulate my 

reasons for opposing it. The whole of it was 
| predicated upon a false reason. In the first place, 
this Federal Government of ours was appealed to 
as a sort of eleemosynary establishment that was 
to take care of the indigent, That was all wrong. 
I hold in my hand the Federalist. I do not like 


|| to call ita book. It has no great authority with 


;me. It consists of newspaper articles anony- 
| mously published about the time that the effort 
| was made to have the present Constitution ratified 
by the States, very cleverly written, | admit, by 
gentlemen of undoubted patriotism and great abil- 
ities. It is valuable simply as a means of ascer- 
| taining what was the general impression as to the 
form of government that was about to be inaugu- 
rated. For that purpose it is authority, and for 
no other. In reference to the Federal Govern- 
| ment and its powers and purposes, in the forty- 
| fifth number of the Federalist, this language 1s 
used: 
“The powers delegated by the proposed Constitution to 
the Federal Government, are few and defined. Those which 
| are to remain to the State government are numerous and 
indefinite.” 
Here is the distinction between the two gov- 
/ernments; the powers granted to the Federal 
Government are few and defined; those reserved 
to the States are numerous and indefinite. 


“ The former [that is the Fedétal Government] will be 
exercised principally on external objects, as war, peace, 
negotiation, und foreign commerce; with which last the 
power of taxation will, for the most part, be connected. 
‘The powers reserved to the several States will extend to 
all the objects which, in the ordinary course of affairs, con 
cern the lives, liberties, and properties of the people, and 
the internal order, improvement, and prosperity or the 
State.” 


Why, sir, that contains the wisdom of past 
ages and of the present. It is a commentary on 


|; the Constitution. When that single paragraph 


| was written, a commentary, such as never before 
| was written, such as hasnever since been written, 
| and such as never can be written, was then writ- 
| ten. There was the whole purpose of this Gov- 
| ernment; and yet, here, after we have had the 
| experience of seventy or eighty years, Senators 
come into the United States Senate, and introduce 
| all imaginable sorts of propositions for doing 
| what county courts might properly do. They 
| come in here and want to make this a great elee- 


|| mosynary establishment. They want to make a 


| poor-house*of it. It is not sufficient that we 
should corrupt all the politicians in the country, 
by constituting this a great national kitchen, in 


| which we fry meat, and keep their mouths water- 
| ing until we have weakened down the stamina of 


| sir, I hope the Senator does not wish to encourage | the country by the loss of saliva, but we corrupt 
'! even the people themselves, by dividing out the 


lands, and going into agrarianism. The men who 
_ come here to propose these things can plead ig- 


| of such, who would make them parties to fraud |, norance—I do not use the other term, which is 
| and even to perjury. The inducement should not || 


| appropriate—but I hope they can plead ignorance 
| of the form of government under which we are 
living, and of the purpose for which—no, sir; not 
the fathers*-but for which these States, these 
political communities, these nations that had 
| achieved their right to self-government, confed- 
| erated with each other, and established this, their 
| common agent. 
| Then, Mr. President, what was the proposition 
_which I made, and I hoped would be considered 
| by the committee, and upon which I hoped the 
Senate would have an opportunity of acting? It 
was that we should cede the lands to4he States 
in which they lay, that those States should ad- 
minister that fund—and why? I pretend to no 





, almostentirely extracted from the proposition, and 


yet it comes up still in sucha questionable shape, | 


| originality about this matter. It was a great proj- 
ectof Calhoun. I do not come here and attempt 


ufat I am inclined to speak toit. The bill, as re- || to pirate upon his brains, upon his wisdom, upon 
a 


Poy 





100% _ 


his statesmanship; but it was his proposition; and 
with a far-seeing sagacity that has iabesihed 
but few of the public men of this country, and a 
purity of patriotism that, like the snow-flake, 
which, ere it falls to the earth, is incapable of be- 
ing stained, but that would melt at the touch of 
corruption, he proposed this plan—for what? He 
had two great purposes in view, and | ask Sen- 
ators to listen now, and see if they will not con- 
sider this matter before we rush in where angels 
should fear to tread. 

The first was to break up this immense patron- 
age of the Government. Here is your Land Of- 
fice, with your hundreds and your thousands of 
officers. Then there are in the new Territories, 
and even in the States, two Government forces 
constantly operating. Here is this Government— 


no, not the Government itself, because that is an | 


impersonality; itis nota reality—but the men who 
administer it, who are attempting constantly to 
make fair weather with vagabondism in the new 
States, and in the Territories, by dividing out as 
public plunder the public lands. You get rid of 
the officers who are appointed, and ofall the tempt- 
ation of corruption on the part of the public men, 
by ceding the lands. If you cede them, and the 
States undertake to extinguish the Indian titles, to 
survey the lands, and to grant the patents, and 
will give us, say, fifty cents an acre on the gross 
proceeds, or twenty-five cents, it is better. 

Then, in addition to getting rid of this immense 
amount of patronage, there is another great pur- 
pose to be accomplished by it. I said sometime 
ago that the system which we had inaugurated 
was an anomaly, a political hypallage; and I say 
it again. The Federal Government owns and 
selis lands in the States themselves. The whole 
theory of our Government is, that the States are 
sovereign, separate, and independent political 
communities, as distinct as any pace nations 
from each other, connected only as far as the 
Constitution has united them, each State being in 
the Union and out of it at the same time; init as 
far as they are united by the terms of the com- 
pact, and out of it, egtirely separate and distinct, 
for all other purposes. This is the form of Gov- 
ernment under which we are living. There is no 
one who maintains that this Federal Government 
possesses any sovereign powers, The States ex- 
ercise some few sovereign powers through the 
Federal Government; but the Federal Govern- 
ment itself The State govern- 
ments exercise all the sovereign powers that are 
not exercised by the States through the Federal 
Government; but all sovereignty resides in the 
people of each separate State, as distinct, sepa- 
rate political communities. 

Now, then, Mr. President, is it not strange, 
when you consider the condition of a State ad- 
mitted into this Union—a sovereign power, a 
nationality, a political community; and yet an- 
other government—and a mere agency, not even 
a sovereign power, having the right to control the 
destiny of that country; having the right either 
to exclude slavery from that sovereign State or to 
introduce it; to prevent its rapid population, or to 
increase it to an indefinite point! For instance: 
suppose that we were to pass to-morrow, as to 
Minnesota or Mississippi, if they both had now 
large amounts of public lands, a bill declaring (and 
itis a Mere matter of legislative discretion, if we 
have the right atall) that no man should be enti- 
tled to any land whatever, unless he took twelve 
hundred and cighty acres, or that no one should 
buy, under any possible contingency, more than 
forty acres. With modifications of these two prop- 
ositions, it is obvious that you might induce set- 
tlement or prevent jt. Suppose that we give the 
forty acres, or the twelve hundred and eighty 
acres, only to married men, or only To slavehold- 
ers, or that we give it only to non-slaveholders, or 
only to single men; it matters not, it is a mere 
subject of legislative discretion, if the power 
exists. It is a power, I say, that this Federal 
Government ought not to exercise in the States; 
and, as a State-rights man, therefore, 1 am, in 
the first place, in favor of breaking up this im- 
mense patronage on the part of the Federal Gov- 


»~OSSesses none, 


ernment. “In the next place, I am in favor of ced- 
mg the lands to the States, upon fair compensa- 
tion, and leaving to each State to regulate its own 
domestic affairs in its own way; and the remarks 
which I make, are made rather with a view of 


drawing the attention of Senators to the import- 
>. 


| 
| 
| 


| them away. 


| ant difference between the bill which I introduced 


and the one introduced by the committee. 

If we are to have what the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will insist upon calling a homestead bill, I 
would rather have that reported by the committee 
than the other; but when we are doing this thing, 
why not do it right? Why take two bites ata 
cherry? This idea of ceding the land to the States 
was started twenty years ago. Calhoun origin- 
ated it. It has taken possession of the public 
mind. You will find that we may sell these lands 
for twenty-five cents an acre, and the next session 
some one willcome here with a proposition to give 
The sooner we cease to control the 
insututions and policy of States in this way, the 
better. As a State-rights man; as a man who 
loves his country, who loves the Union, and de- 
sires no advantage to any section of the Union, I 
prefer the substitute I introduced. 

| have said as much as I propose saying at this 
time; and, in conclusion, I will ask the Secretary 
to read for me an extract from the Constitution 
of England, by De Lolme, giving an account of 


| certain occurrences in Rome, which will probably 


tI 
|| made by the tribunes. And indeed all these were excellent | 
| regulations to propose ; but, unfortunately for the people, | 


explain the votes of some Senators who are in 
favor of the homestead bill, and will probably 
vote against the Senate bill. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

** From that time great commotions arose inthe Republic, 


which, like all those before them, ended in promoting the | 
| power of a few. 


Proposals for easing the people of their 
debts; for dividing with some equality amongst the citi- 
zens, the lands which were taken from the enemy, and for 
lowering the rate of the interest of money, were frequently 


the proposals of them were only pretenses used by the tri- 
bunes for promoting schemes of a fatal, though somewhat 
remote, tendency to public liberty. Their real aims were 


| at the consulship, the pretorship, the priesthood, and other 
| Offices of executive power, which they were intended to 


; made the cause of the 


control and not to share ‘l'o these views they constantly 

opie subservient. 1 shall relate, 

among other instances, the mannesin which they procured 
to themselves an admittance to the office of consul. 

** Having, during several years, seized every opportunity 


, of making speeches to the people on that subject, and even 
| excited seditions in order to overcome the opposition of the 
| Senate, they at last availed themselves of the circumstance 


| 
| 


of an interregnum, (a time during which there happened to 
be no other magistrates in the Republic besides themselves, ) 
and proposed to the tribes, whom they had assembled, to 


| enact the three following laws: the first, for settling the 


rate of interest of money ; the second, for ordaining that no 
citizen should be possessed of more than five hundred acres 
of land; and the third, providing that one of the two con- 
suls should be taken from the body of the plebeians. But 


on this occasion it evidently appeared, says Livy, which of | 
the laws in agitation were most agreeable to the people, and | 


which, to those who proposed them ; for the tribes accepted 
the laws concerning the interest of money and the lands; 
but as to that concerning the plebeian consulship, they 
rejected it; and both the former articles would from that 


moment have been settled, if the tribunes had not declared | 
that the tribes were called upon either to accept or reject || 


all their three proposals atonee. Great commotions ensued 
thereupon fora whole year; but at last the tribunes, by their 
perseverance in insisting that the tribes should vote on their 
three vogations joinUy, obtained their ends, and overcame 
both the opposition of the Senate and the reluctance of the 
people.’ —De Lolme’s Constitution of England, pp. 289, 290, 
291. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
lowa to the first section of the original bill. 


Mr. GREEN. 


| the Government does not tax and raise moneys to 
| dwide out, because it would be unjust, and because 


it has no warrant in the Constitution, neither can 
it tax and invest that money in property to sell 
the property and divide that out. I want the 
country distinctly to understand, if this is to be 
merely a means of disposing of the public lands 
to the best advantage, that there is no homestead 
connected with it, and demagogues shall not profit 
by it. If it be a homestead bill, then it shall be 
opposed on constitutional grounds. I want to 


' know where the man isin the Senate of the United | 
States representing a State—whether bachelors or | 


/ married men, it makes no difference to me—who 


_ will assert the pfinciple that he has a right to tax 


the people of the United States for money, invest 


| that money in land, and divide it out per capita to 


| class. y 
| will favor it? Is there a single Senator represent- 


ask hima 


the people of the United States, or to a limited 
Is there a single man in the Senate who 


ingasovereign State who will make that assertion? 

Mr. GRIMES. Will the Senator allow me to 
uestion ? 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRIMES. I understood the Senator a 
little while ago to say that this bill was not an 


eleemosynary bill; that he was disposed to vote for 


emcees 


I merely desire to add that, as | 
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| it, not because it was a homestead bill, but because 
| it was not a homestead bill; that he looked Upon 
| it as a mere graduation bill, a bill providine fon 
| the sale of the public lands. Now I desire to ask 
_ that Senator what principle there is, in reason o; 
sm why one class of our citizens should no, 

e permitted to purchase this public land, whjjp 
another class of our citizens are permitted to pur- 
chase it? The Senator has said that he will yotp 
for this bill, and he votes for it because it lowers tho 
price of the public lands to twenty-five cents ay 
| acre. That is the reason why he says he will yotp 
| for it, yet he, in effect, says that one class of ou; 
| fellow-citizens shall! not be permitted to purchase 
| this land because of their peculiar domestic yp. 
lations, whilst he says thatanother class of those 
same citizens shall be permitted to do it, because 
they are heads of families. Now I wish the Sen. 
| ator from Missouri to say what principle there is, 
in reason or justice, upon which he predicates that 
action. 

Mr. GREEN. I can answer the Senator yery 
shortly. Nota word that he hasstated is correc:: 
not asingle word. I said that perhaps I migit 
vote for this bill because it was less objectionable 
than the other; but I never said that I would yote 
| for one class to take the benefits of it, and vote 
against another class taking the benefits of it. The 
question that he propounds is predicated in error 
from beginning to end. I said, sir, that 1 would 
| do justice tothe whole Union, and not merely to 
/apart; that | would stand by the constitutionai 
rights of the whole people, and not of a class; and 
if he construes that to cut out the citizens of 
lowa, then they do not belong to the Union. | 
| stand by constitutional right; I will stand nowhere 

else. cama I never said that a certain class 
ought to have this privilege, and that a certain 
other class ought not to have it. It is false in 
conception; false in utterance. J have said that 
this Government has no right to tax the people 
and buy land, and divide that land, and give it 
away to the worthless. I have said, and I repeat, 
that the Government has the right to acquire 
property, and when that territory has been ac- 
quired, it has the right to devise the means of dis- 
posing of it under the Constitution of the United 
States; and justice, fairness, and equality require 
thatit should be disposed of for the public benefit, 
; and not for the benefit of a few. 

I have said, and I now repeat, that disposing 
of the public land for the public benefit requires 
it to be sold at such rates as we believe to be pro- 
| motive of the public interests; butas a homestead, 
as a gift, as a sacred patrimony to be hugged up, 
to be secured against loss, against taxation, Is 
contrary to my policy, and to the power of the 
Government. 

I also said—which the Senator from Iowa ought 
to have recollected, and if he did not, I will repeat 
it—that even giving the privilege of five years to 
pay, trenched strongly upon the rights of the 
States; for if you can tie up the land exempt from 
taxation for five years, you may do it for twenty- 
five; you may make it a leasehold for fifty, or for 
one hundred; or, in the language of the old com- 
mon law, for ninety and nine; and I ask you, if 
_ all the public lands should be disposed of in this 
way for ninety and nine years, the fee-simple 
'remaining in the United States, where would be 
tye rights of Iowa with her heavy debt, with her 
citizens not able now to pay her taxes, driving 
them from the North down into my State, to get 
homes where they can be freed from such onerous 
burdens? What can they then do? Land ex- 
empted from taxation for ninety-nine years—— 

Mr. HARLAN. If the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Missouri give way to the Senator from 
lowa? 

Mr. GREEN. Of course I do. 

Mr. HARLAN. If the Senator has no objec- 
tion, I should be happy to have him tell us the 
amount of the State debt of Missouri, and also o! 
Iowa. ; 
| Mr.GREEN. I will answer. In the first piace, 
| the debt of Missouri is a very large one, but there 
| is a large ability to pay it, and every man in the 











State of Missouri pays his taxes. I do not know 
how much the debt of the State of Iowa is, but | 
know they do not pay the taxes, [laughter.} and 
I know they are cgming now into Missour! 0 
avoid the trouble of being sold out for taxation. 
Mr. WILKINSON. I would like to ask the 
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Luise Senator from Missouri a question, if he will al- || cility which any single man would have to acquire The Senator from Texas (Mr. Wicrat] has 
Pon low me. . the title to lands under the provisions of this bill, | made his usual speech about the Constitution and 
for Mr. GREEN. Any question you please. | of which married men could notavail themselves. the constitutional powers of the Government, 
ask Mr. WILKINSON. Does the State of Mis- || ‘This is the oe objection that any man can put which we have all heard several times before; but 
1 or souri pay interest on her bonds? in the way of the proposition. The argamentsof I do not know that it possesses any particular 
not ~ Mr. GREEN. She does. Are you answered? || the Senator from Missouri, [Mr.Green,] of the — weight, except such as might arise from the fact 
hile Mr. Senator, Lanswer shedoes. Are yousatisfied? | Senator from Arkansas,(Mr.Jounson,}andofthe | that he has, as he told ugsome time since, made 
ur. ~ Mr. WILKENSON. Iam very glad to hear it. |; Senatorfrom'Texas,(Mr. Wicratt,] hereto-day, | the astonishing discovery that Daniel Webster 
rote Mr.GREEN. Have you gotany bonds? Now, || have nothing at all to do with the merits of this | knewJess about the Constitution than any other 
the sir, impertinent questions I do not like to answer. || amendment; and the only objection, I repeat, man who ever lived in the United States. He 
Fan if the Senator is interested, and has any bond, |) which has been, or which can be urged to the prop- | who has the genius to make such a discovery, and 
rote jet him present it to me, and I will pay it, if the |) osition, is that which was urged heretofore by the , the boldness to proclaim it here in the Senate, 
our State does not. [Laughter.] Senator from Ohio. ought certainly to be able to lay down the rules of 
ase Mr. WILKINSON. If the Senator supposes At an early period of this debate, I took ocea- | constitutional law for the government of the Sen- 
~ that L intended to be impertinent, he is mistaken. || sion to say something in regard to the pending | ate. His construction of the Constitution ought 
Ose | understood that the State of Missouri hereto- || amendment. A law of this kind, in order to be _ certainly to be final, so that, hereafter, there may 
USE fore was largely in debt; that when the interest |, just, should be equal, and should apply alike to | be no more doubt or hesitation as to the true mean- 
en- upon her bonds accrued, the State was obliged to || all classes of the people; and unless there is some | ing of the fundamental law of this nation, about 
> 18, issue new bonds, and sell them, in order to meet || good excuse, some valid reason for restricting | which there has heretofore been such a difference 
hat the interest upon her bonds which were outstand- || its application to married men, then certainly | of opinion. He who has been wise enough to 
ing. 1 meant no insult to the State of Missouri, | it should extend to all men in this country. te ascertain the fact that Daniel Webster was the 
ery nor to the Senator. I have understood that to be |, should be a broad bill, reaching in its application |, mostignorant man inthe Union, and who has been 
Pet; the fact in regard to the State of Missouri. |, to all the ‘citizens of the United States, and to modest enough to declare publicly that wonderful 
ght Mr. GREEN. Well, did not the State pay her || those who intend to become such. The provis- | piece of information, cuales beyond any doubt, 
ble interest? Then, he understood the fact to be that || ions of the present preémption law extend to all to be perfectly sound on all great questions of 
on the State did pay it, and yet he propounded that || men over twenty-one years of age, and 1 can see | constitutional law. | think that the argument of 
ote question ! Now, lam ashamed of such a ques- |! no valid reason why this bill should be less broad | the Senator has received the only answer of which 
Phe tion inthe Senate of the United States. When he || in its application. It is said that frauds have | it is susceptible. 
Ker knew that the interest was paid, by the extraordi- || arisen under the preémption law, and that young I do not suppose that the friends of this measure 
uld nary exertions of the State, he asks the question: |} men without families have gone on to lands and | intend to discuss the constitutional power of Con- 
sia “Was it paid??? Tam ashamed of it. | preémpted them, because they have had a facility || gress. I take it for granted that the people of this 
nai Isay more than that, sir. Ifyou pass this bill— || for so doing without complying with the letterand |, country, through their representatives in Con- 
and no,notthis bill, for Lintend to vote forthisasagainst || spirit of the preémption law. Now, sir, my ex- || gress, have the right to legislate for the benefit 
| O the other—but if you pass the original bill, which || perience and my observation are, that the frauds | and for the interests of the people. LT insist that 
| ties up the public lands for five years, and which |; which have existed under the preémption law | thisamendmentis manifestly just and proper, and 
authorizes a principle which will enable you to |) have arisen from another and different source en- | that it ought to be adopted. 
ane tie them up forever, State rights are destroyed, || tirely; that they have grown out of the spirit of Mr. GRIMES. I have only a single word to 
‘ain the western States cease to grow, Iowa, Illinois, || land speculation which has pervaded the whole |, say, and that in reply to the suggestions made by 
Ah (so far as she has public land,) Minnesota, Mis- || country. Taking a strong hold of the public | the Senator from Arkansas. In response to the 
hat souri, Kansas, all the new States, will have no || mind in the new States and Territories, thisspirit | Senator from Missouri | have nothing to say. 
v power of taxation, except upon personal prop- || of land speculation has debauched the morals of || The members of this body can judge between us 
. erty, and what would this Federal Government || the people, and led to the most gross violations of || as to the correctness of the interpretation that I 
Me be, and I ask Senators to contemplate it for one | the preemption laws. Ifa just and proper home- | put on his remarks. I certainly thought that when 
oud moment? You do not sell the public land; you | stead bill becomes a law, it will have a tendency || he first addressed the Senate, he stated that he had 
_ lease it out; you do not part with the fee-simple, || to do away with this spirit of land speculation, | concluded to favor this bill as now reported by the 
lis- but you permit itto be occupied on condition that |! and there will be no longer any reason or motive |, chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, for 
ted itcannot be taxed. The power of taxation car- } for committing frauds of this kind. The young’! the reason that it was not a homestead bill. I 
aire ries with it the power to coerce the payment of || men of the country are those, as I said before, to || understood him to say that he did not look upon 
fit, taxes. Is not that so? If you have aright to |, whom, of all others, the benefits of this bill should | it as anything else than as a bill calculated to 
tax any specific article of property, you have a |) extend. | graduate and to lower the price of the public 
ing right to force the payment of the taxation levied || I represent a constituency made up, in a great || lands, and in that view of it, as a representative 
rcs upon it, and the mode of forcing the payment of || measure, of young men, of those who are not || of a western State, he was disposed to give it his 
- that tax is by the sale of the property thus taxed. |, heads of families, but who have emigrated to the |, vote. He denied the correctness of my interpreta- 
ad, Suppose the whole real estate is not taxed; sup- || West to build up for themselves a fortune and a |, tion of his language; but I think that before he 
ups pose it cannot be sold for taxes: what then is the || reputation,and who, to accomplish this noble pur- | closed his last speech, he himself admitted again 
» condition of these néw States? Iam speaking in || pose, have cheerfullyemet and conquered all the |, that he would vote for this bill as against any 
the behalf of the whole West, the great Northwest, || Leedebine and privations of pioneer life. Other | other proposition, and for the reason that I have 
the great Southwest, and the West in the center. || Senators and Representatives in Congress have | previously stated. 
ght We want citizens to occupy it; to own a fee- || similar constituencies, and must feel, equally with The Senator from Arkansas did me no more 
om simple title; and if they do not discharge their || myself, the justice of the proposed measure. || than justice when he said that I was honestly in 
bed duty as citizens and pay their‘taxes, we cannow || I must admit that, for my part, I am totally at || favor of the passage of this bill. I am disposed 
the coerce it. You want to force on us a system by |; a loss to perceive why any Senator representing || to vote for it, whether this amendment which I 
- which they can live upon it, get the benefit of our such a constituency can for a moment hesitate | have submitted be adopted or not. I desire that 
ty- Treasury, be protected by our arm, and contrib- | or falter when a proposition is presented to him || it may be adopted; but if my opinion shall be 
for ute not one single dollar to the payment of our || to extend the benefits of this bill to such a wor- || overruled by the members of the body, I shall 
ee expenses. Is that right? I tell you, Mr. Presi- || thy class of our people. For my part, [am not || bow with submission to the decision that may be 
ie dent, that the people of the United States never || willing to quietly sit here in the Senate and see || made, and shall still accept the provisions of the 
his will tolerate a system like that. lam not speak- || this class entirely ignored, while another class, |, bill, because I believe that they will be beneficial, 
e ing of the last bill proposed by the Committee on |} not half so important in new settlements, isinvited | not only to my particular constituents, but to the 
“a Public Lands. I am speaking of the original to partake of all the privileges offered under the | country at large. I think the Senator from Ark- 
| proposition; for, as I said before, and I now re- || bill. ansas, in his remarks, also admitted that he was 
Ha eat, | think it probable that I shall vote for the || Thus it would seem that there is no valid reason | in favor of this measure because he regarded it as 
Be last proposition; but in voting for that, never let | for saying that this homestead bill, if it becomes | a graduation bill; he looked upon it as a bill eal- 
= it be supposed, for it is not true, that I desire to |, a law at all, should not extend tounmarried men. | culated to promote the settlement of the western 
x- elevate one class above another, or desire to de- |! I have heard some very singular announce- || country, and the settlement of the public domain 
= _ Press one class below another; that I desire to |; ments made here to-day, some which I must ad- || as calculated to strengthen the Government in as 
: make a distinction between one class and another. mit I cannot at all comprehend. ‘The Senator || far as it developed the resources of the country. 
“l I regard all equal; all entitled to their just merits; | from Missouri [Mr. Green] talksabout the Gov- | If that be true, I cannot comprehend why any 
all properly to be protected in the enjoyment of || ernment, on one side, being defrauded to benefit || Senator should propose that this benefit should 
their lawful acquisitions; and if this be wrong, || the people. Why, sir, | know nothing of any || be conferred upon one class of citizens to the ex- 
ae then I know nothing whatever about government. |; Government in this country, except the Govern- |; clusion of another. 
a ' I have sufficiently explained this proposition. || ment of the people. Who is the Government; Perhaps I may judge of this subject from in- 
of leave it for the judgment of the Senate, saying || where is it; what is it in this Republic but the | terested motives. [am myself a settler upon the 
at the same time that I intend to vote for this bill || people of the Republic? A homestead bill pro- | public lands. I went upon the public domain at 
a in preference to the other. | poses to declare simply, that the people may of || the early age of nineteen years, unaided and alone, 
Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, I under- |, right take and appropriate to themselves that | and established for myself whatever fortune | 
he stand the proposition before the Senate to be the which of right belongs to them. That isthe whole | have been able to acquire; and I was not a soii- 
oa Prager sm presented by the Senator from lowa, | gist of the matter; we claim nothing more; we will | tary instance. I know of hundreds and thou- 
a. (Mr. Grimes, ] to extend the benefits of this bill admit nothing less. There are certain theorists | sands, I might almost say tens of thousands, of 
6 ne men. The only objection which | here who raise up an imaginary interest against | young men who went exactly in the same capa- 
i. have heard offered to this proposition is that || the people of this country, and call it the Govern- | city and under the same circumstances that I went 
Which was urged several days ago by the Sen- || meng, | know nothing about it. TheGovernment | on the public domain, to hew out for themselves 
he ator from Ohio, [Mr. Pucu;] and that objection || of (fe United States is the people of the United | a fortune agd a reputation if possible. I say that 
was, that frauds might occur by reason of the fa- | States. itis unjust to them for the Congress of the United 





ee 


to enjoy the same benefits on the public domain, 





social institutlons may be variant. 

Ll predicate my action entirely on principle; I 
ask for the young men of the country no more 
than | ask for anybodygelse; but I say that when 





States to declare that they shall not be permitted || 


with other men, because théir domestic or their | 


Mr. PUGH. I did not intend to say another 
word on this bill, but [ must ask the Senate to 
vote down the amendment. The whole bill isa 
compromise. 
breaks up the terms of compromise. After a very 


The amendment disjoints the bill; | 
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long and tedious discussion in the Senate, these | 


bills were all recommitted to the Committee on 


a young man reaches the age of maturity he || Public Lands, and the committee have made the 


should have precisely the same privileges that 
anybody else hasand no more. As I said before, 


z this amendment be voted down, I shall acquiesce 
in that decision. Lam honestly in favor of the 
bill. I shall support it. This is the only prop- 
osition to amend that I shall make; and I think it 
is but fair that this proposition should be adopted. 
l think the Senator from Arkansas ought not to 
call upon me to withdraw the amendment, for I 
wish to show to those with whom I started in the 
career of my life, that Lam still standing by them 
and by their successors, and undertaking to de- 
fend here those rights which I claimed twenty 
odd years ago as one of their number. ; 

Mr. JOFLNSON, of Arkansas. I do not urge 
the Senator to withdraw his proposition. Of 


; 


me. 
I repeat, that if it be the sense of the Senate that || 


best billthey could. It does not entirely satisfy 


I have given up two or three propositions, 


to which I was sincerely attached, with a view of | 


having that bill which would command the united | 
assent of the greatest number of Senators. Now, 
if there be any value in the amendment, if the ob- || 


jection which I have heretofore expressed to this 


_ class of persons as purchasers be not well founded, 


it will be in the power of the Senator from Iowa, 
at this session, or the next session, or the session 
afterwards, bya supplementary act, to extend the 
provisions of the system. Perseverance in it now 
is the destruction of the bill. With my convic- 
uuons, and on the information which I have de- 
rived from the reports of the General Land Office, 


whilst 1 do not mean to say that there are not 


thousands and tens of thousands of bona fide set- 


course itis due to himselfunder the circumstances | tlements by unmarried men, I do declare that, in 


which he names, that he should insist upon a 
vote onit. Twill, however, express a hope that 
the Senate will adhere to this bill as it stands, and 
1 will also express the further hope, that we may 
try and get through with it to-day, and that 
amendments which Senators feel have no chance 
of passing, may not be brought in here to con- 
sume time. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment,as it has been modified at the suggestion of 
the Senator from Indiana, is in section one, line 
three, after the word * family,’’ to insert, ‘or 
single male person over the age of twenty-one 
yt ars 

Mr. GRIMES called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. MASON, I wish to know, in the order 


of business, to which of the bills pending this | 


amendment is intended to apply ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


the bill reported by the committee. 


Committee on Public Lands? 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
No. 416. 
Mr. MASON. Then it would seem to me that 


Senate bill 


It applies to | 


my judgment, it is the fruitful source of frauds 


| and perjuries under the present law; and | want 


to guard this law against them. Now, I say to 
the Senator, that one year’s experience may pos- 
sibly remove my objection, and that of others, 
and then he can have his proposition by a sup- 
plementary bill; but to thrust it in here 1s to de- 
stroy this bill. I hope, therefore, the Senate will 
vote down the amendment. Let us stand by the 


_result of the labors of the committee. The same 


reasons will induce me to vote against the House 
bill and stand by the bill of the committee. 

Mr. FITCH. I simply desire to say, before 
the vote is takensthat I sdenine some time since 
the correctness of the amendment of the Senator 
from lowa, and do so now, but the appeal of the 
Senator from Ohio I can well appreciate. If the 
adoption of this or any other amendment jeopar- 


| dizes the bill, I shall vote against them all, al- 


| 


though I believe the principle of the amendment 


} ( ito be correct. 
: Mr. MASON. The bill last reported by the || 


The Secretary proceeded with and concluded 


|| the call ofthe roll upon Mr.Grimes’s amendment. 


Mr. IVERSON. I perceive that the name 
of Mr. Pearce is recorded in the affirmative. I 
did notsee him inthe Chamber. L[rise to know 


it might be germane to the bill as it came from the || whetlrer that is not a mistake of the Secretary. 


Hlouse, or the bill reported by the Senator from 
‘lennessee, when it might not be germane to the 
bill veported by the Senator from Arkansas. The 
bill which came from the House, equally with 
the bill reported by the Senator from ‘Tennessee, 
proposes to make donations of the public land 
to a particular class of citizens of the United 
: States, to wit: to the heads of families. 
; Now, tf the Government is prepared to make 
hs donations, to give gratuities of the public prop- 
: erty to the ciuzens of the United States, that 
t would seem to carry with it a right to diserimin- 
i ate in the objects of its bounty. If the Govern- 
ment has a constitutional right to erect itself into 
i; an almoner, and to give the property of the whole 
without consideration, then, it seems to me, that 
carries with it the power to discriminate as to the 
objects of its bounty. But the bill reported by 
the Senator from Arkansas does not propose to 
rive away the public lands, It proposes, doubt- 
ae for reasons satisfactory to that Senator, to 


eer 2 


selithem. Now, I cannot perceive, in that point 
of view, by what authority the Government can 
undertake to sell to one citizen what it will not 
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it would not give to another, because the right to 
; give carries with it, in my judgment, the right to 
; discriminate; but the duty to sell takes away all 
} right to discriminate; and, if they are to sell, even 
Ls ata reduced price, certainly all citizens, married 
i or single, should be permitted to buy. I think, 
therefore, that the proposition now offered, requir- 
ing that there should be no discrimination when 
you sell, is a proper provision applicable to the 
nil of the Senator from Arkansas; but applicable 
or otherwise, as gentlemen may think, to the bill 
of gratuities either from the House or the Sena- 


Ate 


at present advised, to avoid any digcrimination 
when you sell. 


reduce the price of the public lands, but still to | 


sell to another, It might give to one citizen what | 


} 
| 
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tor from Tennessee, I am disposed, therefore, as | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed that the Secretary heard an answer when 
the name of the Senatore from Maryland was 
called. 

Mr. PUGH. He has not been in the Hall, I 
know, for the last ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ido not think he was here. 
I noticed at the time his name was called, that he 
did not respond. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of 
the Senator from Maryland will be called again. 

The Secretary called Mr. Pearce, and there 
was no response. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of 
the Senator will be erased from the list of votes 
upon this amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES. I think there are some Sen- 
ators in the Chamber who have not voted on the 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the 
result will be announced. Gentlemen can refuse 
to vote if they desire to do so. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 28, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, 
King, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Brown, Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpat- 
rick, Green, Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Ar- 
Kansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Nicholson, Polk 
Powell, Pugh, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, and 
Wigfall—2s. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WADE. The question now is, I believe, 
on the substitute offered by me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question now before the Senate. 

Mr. FITCH. I think before the questi can 


|| be taken on the substitution of the House bill for 





eC LL 





the Senate bill, there must be a vote had 
or more pending amendments to the Hou 
I offered one amendment upon which the 
been no vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Some ameng. 
ments were offered to the House bill, and of course 
the question must be taken on them before the 
question is put on the adoption of that bil] as . 
substitute for the Senate bill. An amendment Was 

offered to the House bill by the Senator from 
Indiana, (Mr. Fircu,} which will be read, 
The Secretary read Mr. Fircn’s amend; 
which is to add, as additional sections: 
ind be it further enacted, That each of the surviving 
commissioned and non-commissioned officers, musicians 
and privates, whether of regulars, volunteers, rangers, or 
militia, including wagon masters and teamsters, who wey, 
regularly mustered at any time into the service of the Upj 
_ ted States, or employed therein, or whose services as such 
have been recognized by the proper authorities of the Upj. 
ted States, in any Indian or other disturbances in any State 
or Territory ; and every officer, commissioned or non-coy). 
missioned, seaman and ordinary seaman, flotilla-man, ma 
rine, clerk, and landsman, ot the Navy, in any of the wars 
in which this country has been engaged since 1790, anq 
| each of the survivors of the militia or volunteers, or Stato 


troops of any State or Territory, called into military seryjc 
and mustered therein, shall be entitled to receive a certif 
cate or warrant from the Department of the Interior, for 
forty acres of land: Provided, That the person so haying 
been mustered into the service of the United States, or o; 
any State or Territory, as aforesaid, or whose services hay, 
| been recognized as aforesaid, shall not receive said land 

warrant if it shall appear by the muster-rolls of the reg; 
ment or corps that he deserted or was dishonorably (is. 
charged from the service. 

And be it further enacted, That the benefits and provis 
ions of the second and third sections of the act * in addi 
tion to certain acts granting bounty lands to certain officers 
and soldiers who have been engaged in the military service 
of the United States,’’ approved March 3, 1855, be, and the 
same are hereby, declared to extend to the officers, soldiers, 
| and others provided for in the preceding section of this act. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I think a mis- 
apprehensien exists on the part of the Senator 
from Indiana, and | beg to suggest it to him at 
once. He is of the impression that the House 
| bill is before this body, and that the present bill 
which we have been amending, the last bill re- 
ported from the Senate committee, is offered as a 
| substitute for that. That, 1 assure the Senator, 
is not the fact. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator is mistaken as to 
my apprehension of the case. The case is simply 
this, as I understand it: the bill before us is the 
Senate bill reported by the committee; but the 
immediate question pending is the substitution of 
the House bill for the Senate bill. Before the 
House bill is adopted as a substitute, I propose to 
amend it, as after it is adopted it will not be open 
to amendment. 

Mr. WADE. I hope this amendment will not 
be adopted. It proposes to grant lands to the sol- 
diers of the wars who served less than fourteen 
days generally, and this is no place for it. I hope 
all the friends of: the bill will vote against that. 
| Those in favor of the homestead policy, of course, 
| will not graft this incumbrance on the bill. That 
| 
| 


On One 
se bill, 
re has 


nent, 


is all I wish to say about it. I simply ask for the 
yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do not in- 
| tend to consume the time of the Senate, but I rise 
_simply to make an appeal to the Senator from 
Ohio. We have already had a test vote in the 
' Senate as to the main provision of the House 
| bill, extending its benefits to single persons over 
twenty-one years of age. I feel sure that the Sen- 
ator from Indiana will withdraw his pongo 
if the Senator from Ohio will withdraw his, and 
let the Senate have a direct vote on the bill, which 
we believe can be passed. I make an appeal to 
him to withdraw the amendment. His constitu- 
ents know how he stands on this subject, and so 
do his friends on the other side of the House. 
This bill has been reported by the Senate com- 
mittee as acompromise measure, as has been cor- 
rectly stated by the chairman, and I appeal to the 
Senator from Ohio now to withdraw his propo- 
sition. There are some points that I would like 
| to insert in the bill myself, but [ shall npt press 
them. If he withdraws his amendment, I think 
the Senator from Indiana will withdraw his, and 
then we can have a vote upon the bill under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. WADE. I can hardly concede that, nas- 
| much as I think the House bill is infinitely 4 
_ better proposition than the Senate bill. 1 do not 





wish to detain the Senate now by giving my re 
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the views I entertain on this subject are very well |! was totally wrong in asserting that there were in 


ynderstood; and if they are not understood, —T 
are not very important—certainly not of so muc 
jortance as the votes that we are to give. If 
the House bill shall pass, it will relieve all those 
who are under great embarrassment upon land 
now subject to preémption who are unable to pay 
for it, Who are suffering and in jeopardy of hav- | 
ing their land taken from them, for the reason | 
that they cannot raise the money to pay the 
amount the Government requires. I wish to re- | 
lieve them. 

Mr. PUGH. Does not my colleague know 
that by this bill we give them two years to pay? |' 

Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘Tennessee. ‘This bill gives | 
them all two years—sufficient time to have the | 
legislation necessary. 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir; but I understand that | 
there are many people who are now, as I said, in 
jcopardy of losing their homesteads by reason of 
what the Government requires at their hands; 
and [really cannot see any good reason why the 
man who has already gone upon the land asa 
prcmptioner; has made hisclaim, and has worked 
his land for some considerable time, should not 
have the benefit of this bill, just as much as the | 
man whe goes now upon land. | It will be the | 
eyeatest possible boon that we could offer these 
poor men inthe wilderness; and, in my judgment, 
| should neglect doing my whole duty here if | 
did not demand a vote on this proposition. I do | 
not wish to argue it. 1 know it 1s perfectly un- 
derstood. I simply want to vote. I want to 
show the country who is really the friend of these | 
poor settlers in the wilderness. 

The proposition now offered by the Senate com- 
mittee is not a homestead bill, in the sense in 
which thatterm has been generally understood. It 
is agraduation bill, favorable somewhat to the 
setter in the western wilderness; but it falls far 
short of the benefit of the great measure proposed 
by the House of Representatives, and I stand up 
for that; | have not yet quite made up my mind 
to give my assent to this bill, if the House bill 
should fail. Ido not know that it is not better 
for us all, if this shall fail, to wait until we can 
have a measure that will do justice and deal gen- 
erously with the settler in the western country. 
1 feel for these men, Mr. President, becatse I 
know some of the difficulties under which they 
labor. I know the Senator from Tennessee sym- 
pathizes with them asI do, but he thinks that no 
proposition giving them that meed of benefit that 
we should wish to give them can be carried 
through now. If it cannot, let it be postponed 
unt! it will go through, for I know there is a 
growing sentiment that very shortly will give 
them that justice which this House bill demands. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think there is a misappre- 
hension in relation to the extent of difference be- 
tween the bill reported by the committee of the 
Senate and the House bill. We have this moment 
voted on one of the points of difference. ‘The 
House bill proposes to grant the right to acquire 
homesteads to the heads of families and to all aver 
persons citizens of the United States, or who have 
declared their intention to become citizens, over 
the age of twenty-one years. The Senate biil pro- 
poses to grant this privilege to heads of families 
ouly. There are two or three other points of difler- 
cuce, Which L will proceed to name as briefly as 


im} 











possible. 

_ The House bill proposes to charge ten dollars 
for one hundred and sixty acres of land, or at the 
rate of six and a quarter cents peracre. The bill 
now pending before the Senate proposes to charge 
twenty-five cents per acre, or forty dollars for one 
hundred and sixty acres of land. On this point I 
prefer the House bill to the Senate bill; not that 
there is any difference in principle,as the Senater 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] seems to have sup- 
posed. The House bill proposes to charge six and 
* quarter cents an acre, and fees to the local land 
oiecers, equal to the per cent. now allowed them 
by law, estimating theland at $1 25 peracre. This 
bill proposes to charge twenty-five cents an acre 
and those fees in addition; and this is the only 
difference on this point—the difference between 
six and a quarter cents and twenty-five cents an 
acre. 1 would prefer to reduce the amount pro- 
posed in the Senate bill to twelve anda half cents an 
acre, for a reason that was suggested to my mind 





| Iowa, at this time, lands for sale at twelve and a 


half cents per acre. I hold in mhand the report 
of the Secretary of the Interior for 1854, which 
exhibits the quantity of land subject to sale at 
graduated prices in all the land States. 

Mr. MASON, Lunderstand the Senator to say 
that the bill from the House proposes to sell the 
lands at six and.a quarter cents an acre. I read 
the bill, if I have the right bill before me, that a 
certain class of people shall be entitled to enter, 
‘free of cost,’’ one stead and sixty acres. 

Mr. HARLAN. Inasucceeding section of the 
bill it is provided that title shall not be granted 
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sons for this opinion at large, because I suppose | Green;] and I will here state, in passing, that he | 


by the Government to the settler until after he | 


shall have paid ten dollars and the fees usually | 


paid to the local land officers. Ten dollars for 
one hundred and sixty acres of land would be six 
and a quarter cents an acre. 

Mr.MASON. I supposed the ten dollars must 
be the charge of the Government for administer- 
ing the property of the beneficiary. It is not so 
much an acre, but a sum in gross, as a quitclaim 
for the expense of administering the property for 


1997 


| Mr. GREEN. I wantan answer to that direct 
question, for I know it is not, and the public 
know it. 

Mr. HARLAN. TI have not been intimating 
that the phraseology of the law declared that in the 
slave States sixty-four million acres shall be sub- 
ject to sale at the gradugtion prices, and in the 
free States but thirteen million acres. I was 
speaking of the effect of the existing law, and 
suggesting a wrong that ought to be remedied, of 
which complaint is made by the people whom I 
in part represent. Whilst the people of the State 
that the Senator from Missouri represents have 
been taking up millions on millions of acres of 
the public lands for years past at twelve and a 
half cents an acre, he lands sold in my State 

_ have averaged abouta dollar and a quarter an acre. 
I will not take up the time of the Senate with de- 
j) tails. But ifthe reports of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, now before me, are reli- 
| able, a very small quantity of public land has 


., been sold in lowa at the graduated prices, and 
', none for less than seventy-five cents an acre—not 


| 


the benefit of the beneficiary, and he is to pay ten | 


| dollars at the end of the term for that purpose. 


Mr. HARLAN. The Senator’s suggestion is 
purely technical, and does not involve the neces- | 


sity of an argumentative reply. The cost of ad- 
ministering the property would not equal the 
amount proposed as a price. The cost of the sur- 


vey of the pubiie lands east of the Rocky Mount- | 
ains has not exceeded two or three cents per acre. | 


Any Senator can make the estimate for himself. 
In live the minimum price has been $275 per 
mile, and the maximum nine dollars. I happen 
to know, from conversation with members of the 
House who participated in framing the House 
bill, that the a of the House, in proposing to 


charge ten dollars for one hundred and sixty |! 


acres, was to obviate the constitutional difficulty 


| 


that certain members of that branch of Congress | 


had on the subject? who believed that Congress 
had no power, under the Constitution ef the Uni- 
ted States, to donate lands, but had the power to 
sell them. But, as I was about to state, the prop- 


osition to charge twenty-five cents an acre, in the || 


existing condition of facts, is unjust to the State 
that I in part represent, and to a number of the 
new States in the Northwest, as will be seen from 
the exhibit to which I have already alluded, and 
to which I invite the attention of the Senate. 

At the date of the passage of the graduation 


| law, as reported by the Secretary of the Interior, 


there were, in Ohio lands that would be liable to 
sale at the various graduated prices of one dollar, 
seventy-five cents, fifty cents, twenty-five cents, 
and twelve and a half cents, but 70,000 acres; in 
Indiana, 458,000; in [linois, 1,384,000; in Wis- 
consin, 1,906,000; in Michigan, 8,785,000; in 
Iowa, 595,000; in Missouri, 13,850,00@; in Ar- 
kansas, 14,212,000; in Louisiana, 7,806,000; in 
Mississippi, 10,602,000; in Alabama, 14,039,000, 
and in Florida, 6,848,000 acres. In the aggregate, 
there were at that time subject to sale at the grad- 
uation prices, in round numbers, 77,000,000acres, 
of which there were in the free States 13,000,000 


and some thousands, and in the slave States | 
| 64,000,000 and some hundred thousand acres. 


Mr.GREEN. What class of lands? 

Mr. HARLAN. Lands subject to sale at 
graduated prices. I have taken the trouble, since 
the Senator from Missouri made his speech, to 


examine the report of the Secretary of the In- |) 
terior for every year subsequent to the date of 


this report up to the present, and I find that the 


| 


one acre—not for the reason suggested by the 
Senator from Missouri, that the lands are worth- 
less. No man who has ever traveled over the 
two States, can say that of either Lowa or Mis- 
souri. They are alike. The geological develop- 
ment of Iowa and Missouri is the same. They 
are part and parcel of the very same formation, 
with trivial differences. In fertility, the lands in 
lowa are unsurpassed on the globe. 

But, Mr. President, although I regard the price 
per acre proposed in the Senate bill as unjust to 
the section of the country which | in part repre- 
sent on this floor, in the particular I have men- 
tioned, I cannot, as a practical legislator, vote 

| against it on that account; for should this bill be- 
| come a law, no settler will be required to make 
| payment under five years, during which period we 
may remedy the evil; and the difference between 


‘| six and one fourth cents and twenty-five cents 


per acre, on five years’ time, is not sufficient to 
| justify me in hazarding the loss of the bill, when 
| I know that it is regarded as material on the other 
| side of the Chamber. There is, as I understand, 
| a at of the members of the Senate in favor 
| of a homestead bill; and a majority of the mem- 
| bers of the House are in favor of a homestead bill. 
| If, then, a homestead bil! shall fail to become a 
| law, it will be in consequence of difference of opin- 
| ion among the friends of a homestead bill in one 
or the other branch of Congress, or in both, in 
; mere matters of detail, unless the President shall 
| see proper to interpose an objection. 
What, then, is our present situation? The 
House of Representatives has passed a bill which 
has come to the Senate. The Senate committee 


|| had previously reported a bill, on the suggestion 


of the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson.] 
These two bills were discussed for several days. 
| Almost innumerable amendments and substitutes 
| were proposed and discussed. It became mani- 
| fest that the Senate could not, without great waste 
| of time, conform any one of these to the opinion 


|| of the majority; when both of those bills, with 


Committee on Public Lands, with instructions to 
report within three days. That report has been 
| made, and I desire here to bear witness to the 
| fidelity of the labors of that committee, of which 


| all the pending amendments, were referred to the 


|| Lam an humble member. ‘There was manifested 
|| during its long and wearisome labors on this sub- 


| 


sales of this class of tlre public lands have corre- | 


sponded with this disparity in the amountof lands 
which have been offered, at reduced prices, in the 
two sections of the country. 
Senate, then, proposes to charge a settler in a free 
State twenty-five cents an acre as the minimum 
price, while in the slave States there are millions 
on millions of acres of land subject to sale, at 
twelve anda halfcents an acre—one half the price 
proposed in this bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Does the Senator undertake to 
say that the law is different between the siave 
and the free States, as he calls them? Is that so? 
Is the law different as to the price of lands in any 
sense whatever? 


Mr. HARLAN. 


I was speaking of the effect 


by the remarks of the Senator from Missourl, {Mr. || of the law to which I was aliuding. 


The bill before the | 


ject, no disposition on the part of any member of 
the committee to defeat the will of the majority. 
Every member labored earnestly to prepare a bill 


|| that could pass the Senate, constituted as it now 


is, and that would command a majority in the 
+ House of Representatives, and escape disaster at 
| the other end of the avenue. The bill agreed on 
| is now before the Senate. Itis believed by your 
| committee that this bill can become a law. They 
| believe the House bill cannot. 
| Now, sir, is there enough difference hetween 
| these two bills, in the particulars | have men- 
|| tioned, to justify me, as the representative of a 
| land State, where the people are vitally interested, 
| to hazard the loss of all, or to postpone success 

until the close of this Administration ? 

| The next material difference which occurs to 
| my mind is this: the House bill includes all sur 
| veyed lands. The Senate bill includes only lands 
| subject to sale at private entry. I would prefer 


|| the House bill to the Senate bill in this particular, 
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but yet there will not be enough difference, as it | 
scems to me, in the operation of the two bills to | 


jusufy me in defeating this measure, should I be 
unable to secure all I desire. 


The House bill extends to all preémptors now | 


on the public lands; the Senate bill proposes to 
extend the period of settlement and occupancy 


previous to purchase, uf favor of all preémptors to | 


two years. I prefer the House bill to the Senate 
billin this particular also. 1 am not insensible to 
the appeal made by the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
Wape| in favor ofthe preémptor now on the 
public lands, | would grant to him the boon pro- 
yosed in this bill if | could. But believing this to 
- impossible as the Congress and the Executive 
Departments are now constituted, what advant- 
age would it be to him to deprive all others who 
may hereafter desire to settle on the public lands 
of the privileges proposed in this bill? Besides, the 
argument seems to be a little sophistical. You 
inquire, Why deprive the poor settler who has 
claimed, and improved his land prior to the pas- 
sage of this bill ofits advantages, and confer them 
on him who may hereafter commence his im- 
provement? I respond, you must make a com- 
mencing period somewhere. And if you include 
preémptors now on the public lands under the 
plea of justice, would not the preémptor who paid 


for his land last year be justifiable in asking Con- | 


gress to return his money? Why compel the set- 
ters who preempted last year to pay $1 25 per 
acre, and allow the settler of this year to purchase 
at twenty-five cents? It will be perceived that a 
commencement must be made somewhere; and 
the committee agreed to propose that the benefits 
of the homestead provisions should apply to settle- 
ments, hereafter made, and to extend the time to 
two years to those now on the public lands. 


The House bill also extends the right to settle | 


on, and hold as a homestead, one half of the quan- 
lity of the lands reserved by the Government in 
the railroad grants. The Senate bill excludes all 
these; and I am free to confess that on this point 
1 prefer the Senate bill. It seems to me that it 
would be an act of injustice to the States to whom 
those grants have been made, and to the compa- 
nies who have undertaken to construct these rail- 
ways, to put down the price of the lands adjacent 
to the lines of the roads from $2.50 to twenty-five 
cents an acre, for if you were practically to put 
down the price of your lands to twenty-five cents 
an acre, it would be iunpossible for the railroad 
companies to sell theirs at a greater price. 

The Senate bill proposes to grant to the States 
all the lands that may remain unsold for thirty- 
five years afler they may have been subdject to 
sale at private entry. Lam not in favor of this as 
an original proposition; yet I conceive that no 
evil will accrue to the States or to the settlers, and 
but litth damage to the Treasury of the United 
States, from the passage of the bill with that pro- 
vision. The lands must have been in market, 
subject to sale at private entry for thirty years 
before the price is reduced to twelve and a half 
centsan acre. Then this is a proposition to grant 
to the States all the lands that may remain unsold, 


after having been offered for sale at public outery, | 


and then have lain subject t0 sale at private entry 
at$i 25 an acre for ten years; then at onedollar an 
acre for five additional years; at seventy-five cents 
an acre for five years more; at fifty cents an acre 


for five additional; at twenty-five cents an acre for | 


five years further; and then at twelve and a half 
cents an acre for five continuous years longer; 
if then unsold, they are to be granted to the States. 


In a majority of cases, these lands would be | 


worthless, either to the State or to the General 
Government; and hence I regard that proposition 
with indifference. 

Mr. President, I think I have now stated all the 
material differences between the House bill and 
the Senate bill, 


in conjunction with the friends of a homestead ou 
this stde of the Chamber, to pass it, and that there 
are not enough on that side of the Chamber who 
will vote in favor of the House bill to pass that 


measure; but, if the House bill were to pass the | 
Senate, I have reason to believe it would meet | 


with disaster at the other end of the avenue. 
With these facts staring me in the face, I shall not 
vote for any proposition to amend the Senate bill, 
noteven the proposition of the Senator from Ohio 


' Senator from Ohio? 


As | have understood, there are || 

enough on the other side of the Chamber whoare | 
: , G : 

willing to vote for the Senate bill now pending, 
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to substitute the House bill for it, although, in 


several of its particulars, I prefer the House bill; | 


because, as I have stated, lam convinced that the 


House bill canmpt, at this session, become a law, | 


and probably cannot become alaw until the con- 
clusion of the present Administration. If we shall 
have the power hereafter to pass the House bill, 
or any proposition more liberal in its character 
than the one now pending, that power will not 
have been diminished by the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GREEN. I merely want to give notice 
that I heretofore submitted an amendment to this 
bill, which I shall call up when the proper time 
comes, The object of that amendment is, first, 
to give all settlers upon the public lands two years 
in which to pay, instead of one year,as the pres- 
ent law is. On that point, if the present propo- 
sition prevails, | shall not be very particular 
whether my amendment succeeds or not. But it 
contains another proposition, which I will now 
state, that I think very important. At the end 
of the time when the party is required to pay for 


the land, if the settler occupying it is not able to | 
| pay for one hundred and sixty acres, | propose 


to authorize him by law to pay for eighty acres, 
or forty acres, or any other legal subdivision, and 
let the remainder fall back into the public lands, 
subject to sale at the land office. Now, the pre- 
emption law authorizes a man to cover one hun- 
dred and sixty acres. That is right enough. But 


| at the end of his ume, if he is not able to pay for 
| the one hundred and sixty acres, he forfeits the 


whole; he is compelled to give it all “4 My prop- 
osition is, if he cannot pay for one 

sixty acres, to let him pay for forty or eighty. I 
intend to press that on the vote of the Senate 
when the proper time comes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the amendment of the 
Senator from pirat to the amendment of the 
[** Yes.”’"] The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Seerctary proceeded to call the roll, and 
Mr. Antuony responded to kis name. 

Several Senators. What is the question? 

Mr. POWELL. [ask for the reading of the 
amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I object. The yeas and nays 
have been called and a Senator has answered. 1 
obj cc. 

Mr. FITCH. Perhaps the Senator from Maine 
will have no objection to my stating to the Sen- 


ator from Kentucky what the object of my amend- | 
That will occupy far | 
The object of this amendment ts sim- | 
| ply to extend the benefit of the bounty-land sys- 


ment is, without reading, 
less time. 


tem to those who served less than fourteen days. 
It gives them forty acres of land, and I move it 
to the House bill, because the House bill pro- 


poses to give away all the land. I propose to pay | 
this small debt before we make this magnificent 


donat 
The call of the roll being concluded, the result 


| Was announced—yeas 17, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Davis, 
Fiteh, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hunter, Iverson, Johuson of 
Arkansas, Lane, Polk, Powell, Saulsbury, Slidell, and 


’ Wigtall—l7. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Benjamin, Bingham, Brown, 
Cameron, Chandler, Chesnut, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, 


Doolittle, Dougias, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, | 


Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of 
‘Tennessee, King, Nicholson, Pugh, Rice, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, ‘l'en Eyck, Toombs, Trumlall, Wade, Wil- 
son, and Yulee—3o. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


‘Mr.GREEN. The Senate have now decided, 
by a very emphatic vote, that soldiers in the war 
who served less than fourteen days in defense of 


_ their country, shall not have what is proposed to 


be given to everybody, under any circumstances 
and under any contingency 
Mr. WADE. What is the question now, sir? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now before the Senate is the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Ohio, which is to insert the 





| House’bill as a substitute for the Senate bill. 


Mr. GREEN. I understand what is before 


| the Senate, if the Senator from Ohio does not. I 


move to lay the present bill on the table, because 
I think we can do no good to the people of the 
country if this be the present disposition of the 
Senate; and I ask for the yeas and nays on my 
motion. 


Mr. BIGLER. I suppose the Senator from 


1undred and | 











a — 
i} —— - 
|| Missouri intends only to lay the House bij 
the table. That cannot now be done, becayse i 
is not before us. If it is his purpose to lay ae 
whole subject on the table, his motion covers i: 

Mr. GREEN. That is my pur; ose. hei 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Seo. 
retary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, when his name was called 
| said: | have voted, I believe, once or twice , . 
/ amendments; but it was without reflecting that 
hee I may eer with the Senator from 

Kentucky, (Mr. Critrenpen.] Hearing hj. 
name called just now, it has occurred to mo tha; 
I was paired with him while I was absent, ay | 
said to him yesterday, or the day before, that 
while he was absent, | would consider mysels 
paired again. I therefore decline voting oy this 
question, as [ shall do on all other questions jy 
relation to this bill. If it were possible, I would 
withdraw my votes on the other amendments. 
but I believe it would not change the result, ang 
so it is of no consequence. 

The call of the roll. was concluded, and t)p 
result was announced—yeas 16, nays 40; as fo). 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Dayis. 
Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Masor. 
Powell, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Benjamin, Bigler, Binghay, 
| Bright, Brown, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Cotiamer. 
| Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fitch, Foot, Posier, 
| Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson 
of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Lance, Lathan, 
Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyek, Trumbuil, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—4, 

So the Senate refused to lay the bill on the 
table, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fostex 
in the chair.) The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Wape,] which is to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of this bill, and insert the substitute 
|, generally known as the House bill. 

Mr. CLARK. Before the vote is taken on that, 
I desire further to amend the Senate bill. 

Mr. WADE and others. Let us take this 
vote. = 

Mr.CLARK. Can the Senate bill be amended 
afterwards? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion 
of the Chair, it can. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I have no objection to 
withholding my amendment. 

Mr. WADE. The question now is on substi- 
tuting the House bill for the Senate bill. [‘* Yes.”’| 

Mr. IVERSON. On that question | ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.GREEN. | desire to ask one question as 
to the order of proceeding. If we adopt this sub- 
stitute, will it still be open toamendment? If not, 
I want to move my amendment now. If we do 
| not adopt the substitute, can I then offer my 
|| amendment to the Senate bill? [‘* Yes.’’ 

‘| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate bill 
{, will still be open to amendment. 
1 ~ Mr.GREEN. But if it should be adopted, will 
| it fot preclude all amendment? 

‘| The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will preclude 
|| amendments in Committee of the Whole; but 
/| amendments can be made in the Senate. 

| Mr. GREEN. I can still offer my amendment 


On 











|| in the Senate ? 

|| Mr.SEWARD. Yes. " 

| Mr. GREEN. I intend to do so, so that if a 
'| man cannot pay for one hundred and sixty acres 
of land, he may pay for forty or eighty, and have 
|| a litle home, if he cannot have a big one. 

|| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Obie, 
which is to insert the House bill as a substitute. 

The matter proposed to be inserted-is: 


-‘That any person who is the head of a family, or who bas 
arrived at the age of twenty-one years, and is 2 citizen 0! 
the United States, or who shall have filed his intention / 
become such, as required by the naturalization laws of te 
United States, shall, from and after the passage of this act, 
be entitled to enter, free of cost, one hundred and sixty 
acres of unappropriated public lands, upon which said pet 
son may have filed a preémption claim, or which may, at 
the time the application is made, be subject to preemption 
at $1 25, or less, per acre ; or eighty acres of such unappre 
priated lands, at $2 59 per acre ; tu be located in a body, !" 
conformity to the legal subdivisions of the public lands, and 
atter the same shall have been surveyed. 

Sec. 2. dnd be it further enacted, That the person ap 
plying for the benefit of this act shail, upon application to 
the register of the land office in which he or she is about 
to make such entry, make affidavit before the said regist 
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receiver that he or she is the head of a family, or is 
twenty-one years or more of age, and that such application 


ix for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and those espe- | 
cially mentioned in this act, and not, either directly or | 


indirectly, for the use or benetit of any other person or per- 
sons Whomsoever; and upon filing the affidavit with the 
register or receiver, he or she shall thereupon be permitted 
to enter the quantity of land specified : Provided, however, 
That no certificate shall be given or patent issued therefor 
until the expiration of five years from the date of such en- 
try; and if, at the expiration of such ene, ot at any time 
within two years thereafter, the person making such entry 
_or if he be dead, his widow; or in case of her death, his 


heirs or devisee ; orin case of a widow making such entry, | 


her heirs or devisee, in case of her death—shall prove by 
two credible witnesses that he, she, or they have resided 
upon and cultivated the same for the term of five years 
immediately succeeding the time of fiiing the affidavit afore- 
said; then, in such case, he, she, or they, if at that time a 


citizen of the United States, shall, on payment of ten dol-* 


jars, be entitled to a patent, as in other cases provided for 
by law: dnd provided further, 'Thatin case of the death of 
both father and mother, leaving an infant child, or children, 
under twenty-one years of age, the right and fee shall 
inure to the benefit of said infant child or children; and 
the executor, administrator, or guardian may, at any time 
within two years after the death of the surviving parent, 
and in accordance with the laws of the State in which 
such children for the time being have their domicil, sell 
said land for the benefit of said infants, but for no other 
purpose ; and the purchaser shall acquire the absolute title 
by the purchase, and be entitled to a patent from the United 
States, on payment of the office fees and sum of money 
herein specified. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, 'That the register of | 


the land office shall note all such applications on the tract- 


books and plats of his office, and keep a register of all such 


entries, and make return thereof to the General Land | 


Office, together with the proot upon which they have been 

founded. E : 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, ‘That all lands acquired 

under the provisions of this act shall in no event become 


prior to the issuing of the patent therefor. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if, at any time 
after the filing of the affidavit, as required in the second 
section of this act, and before the expiration of the five 
years aforesaid, it shall be proved, after due notice to the 
settler, to the satisfaction of the register of the land office, 
that the person having filed such affidavit shal! have actu- 
ally changed his or her residence, or abandoned the said 
entry for more than six months at any time, then, and in 
that event, the land so entered shall revert to the Govern- 
ment. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That no individua! 
shall be permitted to make more than one entry under the 
provisions of this act; and that the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office is hereby required to prepare and issue 
such rules and regulations, consistent with this act, as shall 
be necessary and proper to carry its provisions into effect; 
and that the registers and receivers of the several land of- 
fices shall be entitled toreceive the same compensation for 
any lands entered under the provisions of this act that they 
are now entitled to receive when the same quantity of land 
is entered with money, one half to be paid by the person 
making the application at the time of so doing, and the 
other half on the issue of the certificate, by the person to 
whom it may be issued: Provided, That nothing contained 
inthis act shall be so construed as to impair or interfere 
in any manner whatever with existing preémption rights : 
«Ind provided further, That all persons who may have filed 
their applications for a preémption right prior to the pas- 
sage of this act, shall be entitled to ajl the privileges of this 
act. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Canteron, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, King, Rice, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, Wil- 
kinson, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, 
Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson ot 
Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Nicholson, Polk. Powell, Pugh, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Sli- 
dell, Wigfall, and Yulee—31. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


_Mr. CLARK. I move now to strike out sec- 
tion eleven from the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section 
will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Sec. ll. And be it further enacted, That all lands lying 
Within the limits of a State which have been subject to sale 
at private entry, and which remain unsold after the lapse 
of thirty-five years, shall be, and the same are hereby, ceded 
to the State in which the same may be situated: Provided, 
These cessions shall in no way invalidate any inceptive 
preémption 4 -y or location, nor any sale or sales which 
may be mdde by the United States before the lands hereby 
ceded shall be certified to the State, as they are hereby re- 
quired to be, under such regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior: nd provided further, 
That no cessions shall take effect until after the States, by 
legislative act, shall have assented to the same. 


Mr. PUGH. If the Senate will give me their 
attention for five minutes, I can show them that 
this is an essential section of the bill. To be 
sure, the act does not exempt those lands which 
are holden for five years, or for two years, from 
taxation by the States; it does not propose to do 
‘t in express terms; yet it must be remembered 





| by the former sections of the bill. 


that, under the operation of the homestead feature | 
of the act, the public land is held and used by | 
individuals for five years with the legal estate | 


| remaining in the Government, and in the case of 


preémption for two years, and during these pe- 
riods of five years and two years respectively, | 
although the right of taxation 1s not denied to the 
State by the bill, it is in effect impaired. My 
judgment in the committee, as my colleagues will 
recollect, was to give the States all the lands which 


had graduated down to twenty-five cents an acre. | 
| I thought that that was a fair equivalent to the 


| States for impairing their right of taxation. I 


was overruled. In that regard, the committee 
agreed only to’give the lands which had been in 


market thirty-five years to the States, and it is | 


little enough to give the States for the injury 
which has been inflicted on their right of taxation 
I wish it were 
more, and I shall vote for any separate bill to in- 


| crease the amount of the cession, though for the 


present I stand to this section. If we strike it out, 
we involve the Government in a controversy im- 


mediately with the States as to the right to tax | 
We had better give this to them as | 


these lands. 
a small equivalent. 
Mr. CLARK. 
Senate on this amendment. 
stood. Iam opposed to giving the States those 
lands which remain after that time. I desire that 
they should remain as the property of the Gov- 


Ido not design to detain the 
Itis very well uider- | 


| ernment, to be acted upon as occasion may require. | 


to strike out that feature of the bill which mostof | 
| all commends it to general favor. 


be taken on the amendment. 
r 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. DAVIS. I think the proposition now is 


ry ea 
Lhe condition 
of the new States, oras they are sometimes termed 


| I simply desire now that the yeas and nays may | 
liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts contracted || 


the land States,in the Government is anomalous. | 


The United States remain as proprietor of lands 


| within the limits of a State sovereignty; a posi- 





| than that of an 


tion of things which must induce controversies 
between the States and the Federal Government, 
had they not been peopled by those who were so 
tenacious not only of their own rights, but of the 
rights of others, that they were willing to bear 
oppression for peace sake. Many years ago, the 
Senator whose mind was more prophetic, | think, 
other public man we have ever 
had, indicated the probable controversies which 


'| would arise between the States and the United | 
| States by the continuation of the power of the 


Federal Government over the land within the | 
States, and proposed at that time to transfer all the | 


lands to the States within which they lay, the 
States to pay a percentage of the proceeds into 
the Treasury of the General Government. 
feature in this bill which most commends it to 
me, and that feature which, perhaps, more than 
every other would induce me to vote for it, is the 
very one which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire proposes to strike out. I hope it will be 
retained in the bill if the bill is to pass at all. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not propose to de- 


The | 


tain the Senate, but I wish to say that I entirely | 
concur with the Senator from Mississippi in re- || 


gard to this provision of the bill. I cannot con- 


ceive ane object that this Government has in re- | 
a 


taining lands when they have been in market 


thirty-five years, and have been reduced totwelve | 
and a half cents anacre and no one will buy them. | 


it merely affords an opportunity to keep up the 
offices, incurs expense to the Government, in- 
creases its patronage, of which the Government 
has already altogether too much. I trust that 
this provision will not be stricken out of the bill. 
It is unjust to the new States, where these lands 
lie. They are not to be taxed, and there is every 
reason <n this particular provision should be 
retained in the bill. 

Mr. MASON. I think I can solve the doubts 
of the Senator from Illinois. It is certainly a 
grievance, buta een cea in our form 
of Government, that the 


nited States should be | 


a proprietor of land within the limits of a sov- | 


ereign State. 
grievance to that State; but yet, from our condi- 
tion here upon the continent, it seems to me to be 


| a political necessity that the United States shall, 


at times, be a land proprietor within the limits of 
a sovereign State. Now, I concur in the policy 


I can well understand that it is a || 


of the very illustrious Senator that has been | 
alluded to, who is now dead, to avoid the con- |) 
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tention, and I will say the corruption, that ensue 
from this system of landholding, it would be far 
better to get rid of the subject at once by ceding 
the lands tothe States in which they lie. But, 
when that honorable Senator asks why we should 
refuse this cession of lands that have been thirty- 
five years in market, and unsold during that period, 
to the States within which they lie, I would tell 
him the answer is this: it will deprive the admin- 
istrators of the Federal Government for the time 
being, the majority in Congress, from distrib- 
uting largesses among the people. That is it. 
These public landsare to be used to make largesses 
among the people; and if yee give them to the 
States within which they lie, you give them to 
the States instead of the great mass distributed 
through all the States. The objection to it is, 
because it takes away the power of largess. 

Mr. CLAY. I concur entirely with what was 
said by the Senators from Mississippi and Illinois 


/in support of this section, which it is proposed 


to strike out; and I wish simply to state another 
reason why it should be sustained by the Senate, 
that was not stated by either of those Senators. 
1 wish to premise, by remarking that it was one 
of the features of the bill of Mr. Calhoun, to which 
my friend from Mississippi has alluded, and it 
was one of the features of the amendment which 
I offered to the original homestead bil!, as it came 
from the House of Representatives, and the only 
feature of my amendment which is adopted in this 
bill, to cede the lands to the States. Z addition 
to the reasons which have been stated by the Sen- 
ators from Mississippi and Illinois, for rejecting 
this amendment, | will state one which, Ll think, 
ought to control the votes of those who are not 
influenced by the reason already aggigned; and 
that is, that after the lands are reduced to twelve 
anda half cents an acre, the Federal Government 
is not reimbursed the expenditure of the admin- 
istration of those lands. I have a letter froin the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, in which 
he says it would be the interest of the Federal 
Government ta cede all the lands that have been 
reduced to twelve and a half cents an acre, be- 
cause I believe it is well understood that unless 
the lands bring twenty-five cents, the Govern- 
ment is not reimbursed its expenditure. There- 
fore, if you continue to keep these landsin market 
at twelve and a half cents an acre, the result is, 
that the land officers mugt be supported out of 
the ‘Treasury, and they”are an actual tax and 
burden upon the Federal Government. Hence, 
I think we should not hesitate to reject this 
amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and -nays, 


| resulted—yeas 7, nays 48; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Ham- 


| lin, Pearce, and Ten Eyck—7. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Cameron, Chandler, Chesnut, Clay, Clinginan, Davis, Doo- 


| little, Douglas, Durkee, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, 


Green, Grimes, Hale, Hammond, Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, 
Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘lennessee, King, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Pugi, 
Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Sumner, Toombs, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, Wilson, and Yulee—48. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. RICE. For the purpose of carrying out 
my views on this question, so far as practicable, 
and for the purpose of enabling the present gen- 
eration to look forward to the day when this fruit- 
ful subject of agitation can be removed from the 
Halls of Congress, 1 move to strike out from the 
eleventh section, in the fourth line, the word 
‘*thirty.’’ It now reads ‘* thirty-five.”’ I wish 
to get this question out of Congress. I wish to 


| leave it in the hands of the States. I would prefer 


to strike out the thirty-five years’ limitation, and 
give the lands at once to the States; for I do not 
believe the framers of the Constitution ever an- 
ticipated that the Government of the United States 
should act as the proprietor and the controlling 
power of the great domain within the limits of the 
States. I therefore offer this amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator proposes to strike 
out the word *‘ thirty,’’ so as to leave it five years. 
I preferred twenty-five years in committee, and I 
do now; because the price stipulated for the lands 
under the first four sections of the bill is twenty- 
five centsan acre; and the graduation act provides 
that all land twenty-five years in market shall 
come down to twenty-five cents an acre. I thought 
in committee that was the best provision; and al- 
though I would not seek to disturb the bill, as the 
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question is raised, [ desire to suggest an amend- 
ment, to give the States all the lands that have 
been twenty-five years in market. 

Mr. RICE. I would state to the Senator from 
Ohio that if this amendment prevails, I wish fur- 
ther to amend the bill, so that at the expiration of 
five years the States shall pay to the Government 
the cost of the lands and of the surveys. 

Mr. PUGH. Well, let the Senator take a vote 
on his proposition. Lshall reserve mine. 

Mr. POLK. Is the question on th® amendment, 
or on the amendment to the amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Minne- 
sota, The amendment to the amendment, in the 
opinion of the Chair, cannot be entertained, as 
the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota is 
to strike out an entire word, 

Mr. BRAGG. IL ask for the yeas and nays on 
this question. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to amend the same sec- 
tion, by striking out the word “ five.’’ I will not 
repeat the reasons which I have already given for 
the amendrhent, | have stated the fact, that when 
the lands are reduced to twelve and a half cents 
an acre, | have the authority of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, for saying that they 
become a tax on the ‘Treasury; that they de not 
reimburse the expenditures of their administra- 
tion. Under the graduation bill, lands that have 
been thirty years in market are reduced to twelve 
anda half cents an acre. Therefore 1 move to 
strike out the word “ five,’’ so as to cede lands 
which have been in market for thirty years. 

Mr. POLK. Lhope the Senator from Alabama 
will take the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, to fix the time at twenty-five years, 
I think the reasons given by the Senator from 
Ohio show that twenty-five years is a better pe- 
riod, and a more proper period, than thirty years, 


at which to fix the cession of the lands to the | 


States. T hope, therefore, the Senator from Ala- 
bama will allow the amendment to be put that 
the Senator from Ohio proposes, to fix the term 
at twenty-five years. 

Mr. CLAY. I confess that I prefer that amend- 
ment; Lhave always advocated the twenty-five 
years’ provision. My only reason for suggesting 
thirty was, that there gs a reason why the lands 
should be at that time ceded to the States which 
I do not think any one will controvert; but I will 
accept the proposed amendment. I think that 
when lands have been twenty-five years in mar- 
ket, and sull remain unsold, it is time that the 
States in which they lie should be manumitted; 
that they should no longer stand in the relation 
of wards to the Federal Government. I accept 
the proposed amendment, and move to strike out 
** thirty-five’ and insert “‘ twenty-five.” 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to make one other sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Alabama and to the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi, for I think it will probably 
apply to those two States more than to any others 
that | know of, 
fixes twenty-five cents for the operation of the 
five years’ residence provision. It will operate 
disadvantageously on those States where lands 
are subject to sale, under the graduation act, at 
twenty-five cents an acre, and they would prefer 
a different system; and therefore the remainder of 
the bill, as 1] thought, would make it operate on 
the States and ‘Territories alike. I was in favor 
of giving up the twenty-five cent lands to the 
States in which they lie; and titen the States could 
dispose of them in any way they pleased, by 
granting homesteads or otherwise. I think that 
1s the best limitation, and that Senators, on reflec- 
tion, will see that it is the best provision. 

Mr. FITCH. What becomes of the appeal of 
the Senator from Ohio against any amendment 
to the bill being adopted? If this be adopted, I 
think | must move a reconsideration of the vote 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 
That was correct in principle, but I voted against 
it merely because of an appeal made to Senators 
to vote againstany amendment. If this be adopted, 
I think I shall move a reconsideration of that 
rote. 

Mr. PQLK. I think the Senator from Indiana 
does not do the Senator from Ohio justice. The 
Senator from Ohio said that he preferred twenty- 
five years; but he would not offerthe amendment | 


The first part of the bill now | 
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| himself. However, when others have offered the 
| amendment, I think it is perfectly consistent and 
| proper in the Senator from Ohio to go for a change 
_ from thirty-five to twenty-five years; and I do not | 

think there is any injustice in agreeing to the | 


amendment. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. As I understand it, this 


proposition is to cede the lands to the States after | 
they shall have been twenty-five years in market, 


| The lands at that period will have stood at fifty 


cents an acre. 

Mr. PUGH. Twenty-five cents. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They will be twenty-five 
cents after the lapse of twenty-five years, I think; 
but not before. If I am correct,’then the lands 
will never have reached the point of twenty-five 
cents an acre until they are ceded to the States. 


|| They will be held at fifty cents an acre for the 


| lands are held at fifty cents an acre. 


twenty-five years. That will be the lowest point 
which they will have reached. Now, if we adopt 
this amendment, we change the character of the 
graduation act, and lands will never be subject to 
entry at any lower price than fifty cents, because 


it is not until they have been twenty-five years in |, 


the market that they can be purchased at twenty- 


five cents; and the moment they reach that point, | 


at the expiration of thirty-five years, this bill 


f provides that they shall be ceded to the States. 


Chis amendment, however, changes the gradua- 
tion act; and I think we had better let the bill be 
as it is in this respect. 


I was quite willing that after the lands had | 


reached the low price of twelve and a half cents 
an acre, and when the time had arrived when the 
proceeds from the sales of the public lands did 
not pay the expenses of managing them, as indi- 
eated by the Senator from Alabama, the Federal 
Government should dispose of them by cession; 
but that period will not have arrived while the 


other considerations. I think it would be better 


either to put it at thirty years—I believe after 


lands have been in market thirty years they are 


| reduced to twelve and a half cents an acre, as I 
| recollect the law—or to take the time fixed in the 


| bill—thirty-five years. 


I think it might as well 


| remain at thirty-five years, and let the lands be 


_ subject to sale at twelve and a half cents an acre, 
If, at the expiration of 


for a reasonable period. 
thirty-five years, they are not taken, Lam willing 
to cede them to the States; butif you do it at the 
end of twenty-five years, you cede them while 
they may yet be of some value to the Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
from Iflinois has certainty presented the true point 


| in this ease; and I will say that I had to resist this 


proposition in committee out of deference to those 
who wished the public lands to yield the largest 


/ amount of revenue possible to the Treasury of the 
| United States, with a view to frame a bill that we 
_ should be able to pass, and to prevent it from get- 


ting into any position which would so far embar- 
rass it with those who want to act conscientiously 
on the matter as to prevent its passage. The sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Alabama, in 
the first place, that the word ‘five’? should be 


_ stricken out, and ‘ thirty’’ stand, was debated at 
| very considerable length, and I acknowledge that 
| Lagreed to it; but thirty-five years was finally 


fixed upon. Ido not see any good reason why 
thirty years should not have been yielded to, ex- 
cept from a fear of going too far in this business. 


_ L so express myself now; and if the Senator from 


Alabama would renew his proposition to fix the 
time at thirty years, I do not believe it would 
atfect the bill injuriously in this body. If you cede 
the lands at the end of twenty-five years, it is un- 


It involves | 








doubtedly the fact that you give away lands which" 


are yet yielding to the Government fifty cents an 
acre up to that time,and you never allow them to 
be subjected to the test of ascertaining whether 


| they can be sold at twenty-five cents an acre be- 


fore ceding them. 

I really think it would be better not to adopt 
the twenty-five year provision, although it must 
be a se to every one, that, so far as I can have 


| any feeling upon the question with reference to 
| the interest of my own State, twenty-five years 
would suit me better, and five years would suit 


me better, and to donate the land to the States at 
/ once would suit me better than any. But yield- 
ing reasonably and rationally to the extent of giv- 
ing that which can just as well be granted to the 
States, with profit or advantage to the United 


States, thirty years is the period, I believe, 
which the cession may winty be made. To fix 
it at twenty-five years, I think, would probably 
lose to the Treasury of the United States See 
portions of the money to which many Persons 
consider it justly entitled. I cannot vote for any 
movement to change or to alter the terms of this 
bill, for I know well how maturely and labor). 
ously it was considered by those who had jt jy 


| charge; but I do not see the objection to the firs; 


proposition of the Senator from Alabama, whijc), 
| 1s to fix twenty-five years as the period at which 
the cession shall take place. 
Mr. HAMMOND. 1 move that the Senate 
adjourn. (Oh, no!’’] 
ir. WILKINSON. 
mee [** Oh, no!” 
r. MASON. We had better have the y 
and nays. I ask for them. 
| The — and nays were not ordered. 
The Senate refused to adjourn; there being, op 
a division—ayes 12, noes 36. 
| Mr. POLK. I think that the view of the Sep. 
ator from Illinois is not exactly correct. This 
bill, as I understand it, proceeds on the theory 
that when the lands come down to twenty-five 


Task for the yeas and 


/eas 


| cents an acre, they are down to what the expense 


of them is to the Government. Now, I say that 

the very moment they reach twenty-five cents ay 

acre, the Government will make nothing by sell. 
| ing them at that price; and that is the theory oy 

which the bill rests. Therefore it seems to me 

that the proper period for the relinquishment of 
' the lands by the Government to the States is the 
very moment at which the cost of their adminis- 
| tration is equal to the price at which they ave 
| graduated by the law, which is when they reach 
| twenty-five cents an acre. I think, therefore, that 
| the period which has been named in the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama, on 
the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, is the 
proper period. It has been said by the Senator 
from Arkansas, that his State, and I may say that 
my State, will be greatly benéfited by having the 
time lessened very much; and when we come to 


| the period at which the Treasury of the United 


| States is not benefited by holding the Jand, | 
| think that every member of the Senate will con- 
| cede that it is proper it should be ceded to the 
| States. Why should the United States be a |and- 
holder in the several States, when, to hold the 
lands, it cannot be of any manner of benefit to the 
United States? 

Mr. BRAGG. I did not understand the Sena- 
tor from Alabama to say that he had information 
from the Department that when these lands reached 
the price of twenty-five cents an acre they did not 
more than pay the expenses. IL understood him 
to say that the Department said, that after they 
reached twelve and a half cents, then they did not 
a the expense; and it was upon that statement 

efore the committee that the committee agreed to 
| the provision which is now sought to be stricken 
_ out, and it was provided further that they should 

remain at that price for five years. That was a 
| sti further conservative feature placed in the bill. 

But I find now that gentlemen who have lands of 
| this kin@in their States are anxious to strike out 
this provision, and virtually to give to the States 
the lands which have been in market only twenty- 
five years at fifty cents an acre; for, according to 
the graduation bill which I have before me, attr 
twenty years, lands which have not been sold are 
put into market at the price of fifty cents an acre, 
| and they remain in market for five years at that 
price; and then they go to the next graduated price, 
which is twenty-five cents. 

As the Senator from Illinois properly states, © 
soon as they reach that point it is proposed \o 
give them to the States. They may be wort 4 
great deal more; the Government may not have 
sold them; they have only been inmarket for live 
years at fifty cents; and as soon as they reach: the 
point of twenty-five cents these gentlemen propos’ 
to take them to the States—at least those who ar 
in favor of this amendment. Unfortunately, \" 
my State, we have some of these lands; and it is 
a great cause of complaint there that the public 
lands of the country are all being given away, 
i = against this system from beginning le 
end. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the Se!- 
| ator will not include me as proposing that at al! 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not voted to sustain this 
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feature of the bill, (although we have no public 
lands in North @arolina,) which provides that 
they shall be ceded to the States after they have 


os 


been in market thirty years, and have remained 


in market five years longer, though I care very | 
If they would not pay | 


little about the five years. 
the expenses of their sale, as the Senator from 
Alabama states, I am willing to give them up to 


the States in which they lie; but I am not willing | 


to give up the lands to the States in which they 
lie as soon as they reach the twenty-five cent 
point, because I believe a large portion of them 
may be sold for that amount, and will be sold; 
and although it may not be a very important mat- 
ter for the Government, yet, sir, as these lands 
are going, and we are giving them away to every- 
body, as we are inviting the whole world to come 
and take them, I protest against this system, both 
in that respect and in respéct of giving these lands 
to the States in which they lie without price, be- 
cause if we once make this entering alee, I can 
see very well, I think, what is going to Le the re- 
sult of the whole system. 
have rione of these lands will never get a copper 
from them. When it is said they have reached 
this low point of twenty-five cents, and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri talks about the expense of 
their sale, it must be remembered that all the ex- 


pense incident to the survey of the lands and their | 


preparation for market has already been incurred 
vy the Government, and what remains is net profit, 
deducting the expense of keeping up the land of- 
fices. Therefore there cannot be anything in that 
argument offered in this behalf by the Senator 
from Missouri. But, sir, I have detained the Sen- 
ate longer on this matter than I intended. 

Mr. WIGFALL. One single word further on 
that point. If these lands are ceded to the States 
without compensation, and the States choose to 
give them away or to offer them at five or ten 
cents an acre, | ask who is goipg to buy any 


lands from the Federal Government in the State | 


atany higher price than that at which the State 
chooses to give them away? It is, in fact, an 
entire substitution for the bill I offered the other 
day. The bill that I offered— the Senator 


from Alabama concurred with men it—was that | 


we should cede these lands, get rid of the expense 
of extinguishing the Indian title and of the pat- 
ronage of the Government, and get of the gross 
proceed some fixed amount; but this bill here 
ceding them after five or ten, or fifteen or twenty, 
or twenty-five or thirty, or thirty-five years—I 
care not how many—this bill which provides for 
ceding all lands of a certain sort to the States stops 
the land sales in those States, and another acre 
will never be sold by the Federal Government 
there. It is a clear and entire abandonment of all 
the public domain in those States without consid- 
eration or compensation. That is the English of 
it; and any man that has ever looked into Pike’s 
arithmetic, can see it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think there is a misappre- 
hension in relation to the fact stated by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands, that the 
sale of these lands would cease to defray the ex- 
penses of their sale after they had been reduced 
to twelve and a half cents an acre. The gradua- 
tion law was passed in 1854, and then twenty-five 
million acres were exposed to sale at twelve and 
a half cents an acre. Those lands have all been 
exposed to sale at twelve and a half cents an aere 
for more than five years; and yet I find, by ex- 
amining the report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, that, for the first half of the fiscal year, the 


sales of the twelve and a half cent lands amounted 


to one million one hundred and forty-seven thou- 
sand acres, and for the second half of the same 
fiscal year, one million and seventy-nine thousand 
acres; being anaggregate of more than two million 
acres. This, I think, shows very conclusively 
that the gales do amount to more ‘than sufficient 
to detray the expenses of the General Government 
in managing these lands, even after they have been 
in market at twelve and a half cents an acre for 
five years. My objection to reducing the term of 
years is not that which has been stated on either 
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side of the Chamber; but that it operates un- | 
equally among the States. Iowa and Wisconsin 
and Minnesota and Oregon and California will 
not receive an acre of these lands, while the States 
in the Southwest will receive millions of acres 
under the bill as it now stands; and if you re- 
duce the term five years, they will receive an ad- 
ditional amount of millions of acres, whilst we 
shall not receive a single acre. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not wish to protract this de- 
bate, but I wish to say a word in order to put my- 
selfright onthis subject. The Senatorfrom North 
Carolina was rightin what he represented as hav- | 
ing been stated by me, but I did not, perhaps, go 
farenough. Now, as [ understand, while the 
lands are sold at twenty-five cents, the Federal 
Government is reimbursed the cost of the land | 
and the expense of its administration, but it does 
not realize any profit; but when they are reduced 
to twelve and a half cents an acre, I have the as- | 
surance of the present Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and of his predecessor, Mr. Jolin 


Wilson, that the land ceases to pay the Federal || 


Government for its administration; and it seems | 
to me that any Senator can at once see that such 
must be the case. For instance: when lands bring 
only twelve and a half cents an acre, a man may 
obtain forty acres for five dollars. The expenses 
ofthe Land Office, in the fees thatare paid, amount 
to two dollars, or a little more. Then there will 
be but three dollars left. When you superadd the 
expenses of the clerks and other incidental ex- 
penses, they tell me it does not pay the Govern- 
ment, but becomes a tax upon the Government. 
It was under these circumstances that I accepted 
the suggestion of my friend from Ohio, and 
moved to fix twenty-five years, but I will now, 
with the consent of the Senate, withdraw that, 
and simply move to strike out ‘ five,’’ so as to 
make it thirty years. 

In reply to what was said by the Senator from | 
Iowa, that this operates unfairly, or that the 
southwestern States will get more lands than the 
northwestern, surely ifit be an advantage to those 
States, it will be a disadvantage to these other 
States, if the Government is not paid for the sale 
of the lands. Certainly, if it costs the Govern- 
ment as much to administer them, after they are | 
reduced to twelve and a half cents, as the Govern- 
ment receives by their sale, of course nobody loses 
anything by giving them to the States in which 
they lie, although those States may gain some- 
thing. But on the other hand, let me call the at- | 
tention of the Senate to this fact: under the grad- 
uation law a large portion of the lands within the 
States of Alabama and Mississippi are already re- 
duced to twenty-five cents. The citizens within 
my State will very rarely enjoy the advantage of 
the homestead provision of this bill, which se- 
cures one hundred and sixty acres, at twenty-five 
cents, to the actual settler who remains upon it 
and cultivates it for five years. We do not enjoy 
any benefit from that at all; but your State, and 
all the porthwestern States, if | may except Indi- 
ana, Illinois, and Ohio, will derive great benefit 
fromit. Therefore it seems to me that if we are 
to come to measure the advantages that are to ac- | 
crue to the two sections upon this bill, the adop- 
tion of the amendment which I propose Saal 
tend more to equalize it. Under the provisions of 
this hal Ghio Eedinee. end Illinois will certainly 
receive as large a proportion as any of the south- 
western States; for Ohio has been longer in the | 
Union than any of them. Indiana entered about | 
the same time with Mississippi, and Illinois about | 
the me time with Alabama. Hence, I do not 
think we should quarrel over the sectional advant- 
age that would be derived from the measure. I | 





moved the amendment in good faith, believing the | 


Government would derive no profit from the sales 
of the lands at twelve and a halfcents an acre, and 
assured in that opinion by two of the best Com- 
missioners of the Land Office we have ever had. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not feel that Illinois has 
any pecuniary interest in the question that is now 
ending, because we have ceased to be a public | 


and State. I believe that there-are less than one | 


“THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


~ THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN ©. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 











New Senies.....No. 126. 


hundred thousand acres of public land still left in 
the whole State of Illinois. I think if the Sen- 
ator from Iowa would take a trip down through 
those southwestern States of which he speaks, 
and particularly those parts of them where the 
public lands now remain unsold, he would not 
complain of their getting any very great advant- 
age. While those States are very rich and very 


| fertile in some portions of their land, it is unde- 


niable that there are large tracts there of piny 
woods thatare very poor land, and worth als wt 
but for timber; and you may keep them twenty, 
or thirty, or forty years in market, and keep up 
| your land offices at the expense of the Treasury, 
| and still they will not sell; and the cheapest mode 
by which we can get rid of them is to adopt the 
provision that has been suggested, and allow the 
States to take them; and I am very clearly of the 
| opinion, from my knowlege of those tracts of 
country to which this would apply, that certainly 
that section of the country will not get any undue 
advantage under this provision. 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘The Senator from Alabama 
and myself do not differ as to the principle that 
should control this matter. I stated the figures I 
did for the ptrpose of showing that there must 
have been an error committed by the Commis- 
| sioner of the General Land Office in making the 
| statement which he made, and which was re- 
veated by the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
fie Lands, who I know is usually very careful 
in the statements he make in relation to facts, If 
the lands were sold at twelve and a half cents an 
| acre after they had been in market more than five 
years, and more than two million acres of land 
yielding more than two hundred and fifty thou- 
| sand dollars, were sold last year, it seems to me 
it must be manifest to every Senator that the 


/| income from this class of lands does more than 
|| defray the expenses. 


To obviate the objection 
suggested to my view of the case by the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. Doveras,] | would state that, 
from the report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office for the last year, there were sold, 
in the Stafe of Missouri, during the first half of 
the fiscal year, seven hundred and ninety-four 


|| thousand acres, at twelve anda half cents an acre; 


and during the second half of the same fiscal year, 
seven hundred and eighteen thousand acres, be- 
ing more than a million and a half of acres in that 
one State alone during the last fiscal year. This 
shows, it seems to me, conclusively, that I was 
correct in the fact I stated, that these lands do 


|| yield more than enough to defray the expenses 


of managing them, even after they have been ex- 
posed to sale, at twelve and a half cents an acre, 
for five years. The proposition is now amended 
so as to cede them to the States after they have 
been exposed to sale for five years, at twenty-five 
cents anacre. The fact I have stated, I think, 
is very manifest. Still I am not tenacious in 
relation to the matter. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the 
amendment of Mr. Cray. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) 
Some six weeks ago the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Tuomson] said to me that he was in- 
structed by the Legislature of his State to vote for 
the homestead bill, and asked me if 1 would pair 
off with him; and I agreed to do so. I voted to- 
day before 1 thought of that arrangement. A 
short time since I thought of the engagement I 
made with Senator Tnomson, and it may be that 
he supposes that pair is still in existence. I wish 
to say that, under the circumstances, not _know- 
ing but what he may labor under that impression, 
I must decline to vote any further in reference to 
this matter; although, if I had the privilege of vot- 
ing, I should not only vote against the bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands, but 
every other bill of the same nature. 

Mr. WADE. Is it in order to make a speech 
| during the call of the roll? 
| Mr. SAULSBURY. 1 am through. 
| The cail of the roll was concluded, and the re- 








sult announced—yeas 27, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bright, Brown, Clay, 
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Davis, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, || that bill. 


Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Hammond, Johnson of Ark 
ausas, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, 
Beward, Slidell, Wigfali, and Wilkinson—27. 

NAYS —Messrs. Anthony, Bragg, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Dixon, Foot, Foster, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, tverson, Johnson of Tennessee, 


King, Mason, Powell, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, | 


Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—26. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. I new renew my proposition. 
I think it should be added to the second section. 
It is this: that if those who occupy the lands at 
the end of two years are not able to pay for the 
whole to which the preémption applies, the 
have the privilege of inn one eighty, one 
hundred and twenty, or one hundred and sixty 
acres, according to their ability to pay. 


Mr. PUGH. Thatis already in the bill. 


Mr. GREEN. No; it is not in the bill. It || Mr. TOOMBS. I move thatthe Senate adjourn. 


ought to be there. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairdoes 


not understand the amendment which the Senator || 
; umendn which the Senator || the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; and 


|| being taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 40; as fol- 


from Missouri proposes. 

Mr. GREEN. Iwill state it again. It is not 
in the bill. I think it is to be added to the sec- 
ond section. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Here is the 
amendment to which I expect the Senator from 


Missouri refers, and which has been adopted. | 


Shall I read it to the Senator? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The amend- 
ment that has already been adopteéis to the sixth 


section. If 1 understand the Senator from Mis- | 
souri wate gee the amendment which he proposes | 


is already embraced by the amendment presented 
by the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.]} 

hat amendment was to strike out the words in 
the second line of the sixth section ‘‘ to make more 
than one entry,’’ and to insert in lieu thereof *‘ that 


no individual shall be permitted to enter more than | 


one quarter section or fractional quarter section, 
and that in a compact body; but entries may be 
made at different times;’’? meaning thereby to 
allow them to take forty, eighty, or one hundred 
and twenty acres after they complete the entry. 

Mr. GREEN. Thatdoes not cover the point. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I thought, per- 
haps, that it did. 

At. GREEN. Make it so as to cover the point, 
and | will be satisfied. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I would be glad 


to do so; because I think there is no objection to 
the Senator’s idea at all. 


Mr. GREEN. Lagree with the Senator ex- | 


actly; but that amendment has reference to an- 
other question. 
Mr. JOLINSON, of Arkansas. Ido not see 


exactly how to make the amendment the Senator 
proposes. ‘The Senator can do that better than I | 


can, 


Mr. GREEN. Then I propose to amend the ] 


bill, by adding something like this: 


Provided, however, Thatit any preémptor shall not pay for 
the whole of his preémption claim, he shall have such 
amount of land, forty, eighty, or one hundred and twenty 
acres, as he may pay for, according to existing laws. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- | 


atorindicate the place in the bill where the amend- 
ment applies? 

Mr. GREEN. I think it should be added to 
the second section; but Lam not certain. It may 
be to the sixth. I talked to the chairman of the 
committee who reported the bill, and I think it 
should be added to the second section. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I think the 
provision which the Senator suggests is a good 


one, and ought to be adopted. It can be adopted | 


as a proviso to any section, if he will only frame 
it in the way he suggests. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; I have no objection 
to any section. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I see no ob- 
jection to the amendment at all. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- | 


ator from Missouri be good enough to reduce his 
amendment to writing? 

Mr. FITCH. While the gentleman is prepar- 
ing his amendment, I aska bese, which will not 
consume two minutes. There is pending a bill 
introduced by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Sewarp] forthe admission of Kansas. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is on its reference to the 
‘Committee on Territories. I have an amendment 
which, at the proper time, I propose to méve to 


y shall | 


{ 
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ask that the amendment may be 
printed, and that the same question apply to that 
| which applies to the bill—that is, the question of 
reference to the Committee on Territories. 
Mr. SEWARD. Will the Senator have the 
kindness to state the effect of his proposition ? 
| Mr. FITCH. The effect simply is to create a 
judicial district in that State, and transfer pend- 
ing suits to the Federal courts of that State, or 
the courts under the State, which are now pend- 
ing in the Territories. 2 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. By common 
consent, it will be entertained and received. 
Mr. WADE. Itcannot be received by com- 
mon consent if I object; and I certainly do. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
| made, it is not in order while this bill is under 
consideration. 


| Mr. WADE. I hope not. 


Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. WADE called for 


| lows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Clingman, Da- 
vis, Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Powell, Sauls- 
bury, Toombs, Wigtall, and Yulee—14. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Bright, 
; Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Clay, Doolittle, Douglas, Dur- 
| kee, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes,Gwin, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson 
ot Tennessee, King, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, 
Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Slidell, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—40. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. GREEN. I now present my amendment, 
to come in as a proviso at the end of the seventh 
| section of the Senate bill, to insert at the end of 
that section: e 

Provided further, Thatany claimant under the preémp- 


tion laws may take less than one hundred and sixty acres 
by legal subdivision. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will ney 
t 


|| say that that amendment ought to be adopted. 


ought always to have existed as the law. When 
you allow a man to enter one hundred and sixty 
| acres it is ridiculous to say that he shall not enter 
| less. 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to the first section. I move, in the eighth 
and ninth lines of that section, to strike out the 
words ‘* and after the same shall have been sur- 
veyed and become subject to private entry,’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof: 

Upon which said persons may have filed a preémption 
claim, or which may, at the time application is made, be 
subject to preémption, at S31 25 per acre, or less; or eighty 
acres of such unappropriated lands, at $2 50 per acre, tobe 
located in a body, in conformity with the legal subdivisions 
of the public lands, after the same shall have been sur- 
veyed. 

So that it will read : 

In conformity with legal subdivisions of the public lands 
upon which said persons may have filed a preémption 
claim, or which may, at the time application is made, be 
subject to preémption, at $1 25 per acre, or less ; or eighty 
acres of such unappropriated lands at $2 50 per acre, to be 
located in a body, in conformity with the legal subdivisions 
of the public lands, and atter the same shall have been 
surveyed, and become subject to’ private entry upon the 
following conditions, &c. 

The object of this amendment, Mr. President, 
is to extend the provisions of this bill to lands 
which are not subject to private entry. -In the 
State of Minnesota there are no lands subject now 
to private entry. None of them have been offered 
for sale, with very slight exception. There was 
a small quantity of land in our State offered for 
sale at one time, and all purchased. There are, 
»robably, but very few tracts of land that would 
te worth entry, at any price whatever. The 
amendment which I have offered is substantially 
the same as that embodied in the House bill. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I voted against an ad- 
journment a few moments ago, under the belief 
that we were about to reach a vote. Iam SAtis- 
fied that it is out of the question to get a vote to- 
night. We are now an hour beyond the usual 
hour of adjournment. This is an important 
amendment that has just been offered, and should 
require the consideration of the body before adop- 
tion. I therefore move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. WADE. I hope not. 

Mr. HALE. The question is not debatable. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes thirteen, noes not counted. 
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ay 9, 
|| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I must say, | 
exceedingly regret that the Senator from Mire. 
sota has introduced thisamendment. If the s, ne 
| ator is a sincere friend of the measure, and isheg 
something to be done—which certainly is done hy 
this bill—in behalf of the people for whom jj, 
seems to be laboring all the while, he certainly 
would not wish to throw in new points of cont, e 
| here which cannot be settled under hours of debate. 
The questions which he raises here, and mora 
particularly the one in relation to lands at ¢9 59 
/an acre, have been rejected once already, as has 
| been well said, in the House bill. That featur 
was one of the strong objections to that bill. This 
| thing of opening those expressly reserved lands 
now held at $2 50, to entries of this character cay 
_only be done at the expense of good faith in pp. 
gard to our past votes making grants to railroads 
which raised the price of those lands to $2 50 an 
/acre. The bringing in of this question upon this 
| bill now makes it morally certain that we shall 
| adjourn, and the Lord knows when we shall get 
| the bill up again and dispose of it. It involves , 
| question which we cannot hope to pass. I know 
thet I cannot vote for it. I know there are many 
who are sincerely friendly to the bill who cannot 
vote for this proposition. As far as the other 
‘pores contained in the amendmentare concerned, 
sincerely believe they are already distinctly pro. 

| vided for in the bill. 

1 hope the Senator will not thrust this subject 
upon the bill. ‘Those lands that stand at $3 50 
| an acre in consequence of grants already made to 

the States inthe mae of alternate sections, cannot 
be approached now or seized upon in this kind of 
| way with fair dealing and fair faith to our own 
| votes; not to his, because he was not here; but to 
| those of us who were presentat preceding sessions, 
| who have preached to those he were then mem- 
bers of this Senate and members of the House, 
and to the people of the whole United States, that 
we were giving them a consideration in the in- 
creased price of the alternate sections for the other 
| sections which they conferred upon us. The sub- 
ject underwent a long and minute debate, and it 
was given up unanimously in committee; and | 
trust that it will not be thrust upon us here in this 
wre unless it js intended earnestly and really as 
| a blowat the bill. If it is so intended, I have no 

rotest to make. I do not think the Senator means 
it in that direction. Under these circumstances, 
we can pass the bill now, if this proposition is not 
pressed; but @e more motion to adjourn will 
probably adjourn the Senate. I hope the Senator 
will consent to take what he can get, and let the 
bill stand as it is. 

Mr. HALE. I want to appeal to the Senator 
from Minnesota—for I have not said a word on 
this bill—to know if these two propositions can- 
not be separated. Iam in favor of passing the 
bill in such a way as that where these lands have 
been surveyed, but not offered for public sale, they 
may be subject to the provisions of this bill. I 
think that that proposition ought to be separated 
from the other, which relates to the reserved sec- 
tions on the grants to railroads. I ask the Sena- 
tor—as I shall vote for the bill, and probably vote 
for the amendment thus far—if these two resolu- 
tions cannot be separated; for I think some would 
vote for the one that would be inclined to vote 
against the other. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The provisions of this 
amendment are contained in the bill as it passed 
the House of Representatives. As a _represent- 
ative of the State of Minnesota, I could do no less 
than to offerthat amendment. A few years ago, 
when this railroad mania and land speculation 
seized and crazed the brains of the entire people 
almost, there was a bill passed through Congress 
"appropriating nearly seven million acres of land 
to the State of Minnesota 

Mr. RICE. Fourmillion. 

Mr. WILKINSON. My colleague says four 
million. Ido not know, and Ido not suppose 
any mortal man knows exactly how many. 

Mr. GREEN. Three million. Ca 

Mr. WILKINSON. More than three million. 

Mr. GREEN. Three million eight hundred 
thousand. ° 

Mr. WADE. These amendments are all un- 
derstood. I wish to have a vote upon them. 
am afraid we shall adjourn without finishing the 

bill. 
| Mr. WILKINSON. I will not take five min- 
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1860. 
utes. Five or six of these different lines run 
through our territory—five, I think. Congress, 

however, L will say, in making these railroad | 
rants, alternated every alternate section for the | 
benefit of those railroads. ‘The alternate sections 
not appropriated, which were reserved for the 





Government, were raised in price to $2 50 an acre. | 


This amendment merely provides that the parties | 
may appropriate eighty acres of this land, the 
minimum price of which is fixed by these railroad 
grants at $2 50 an acre, which is precisely the 
same amount in value of one hundred and sixty 
acres at $1 25an acre. The object which I have 
in urging this amendment, is to facilitate settle- 
ment in my own State. Iam sure that no Sena- 
tor would suppose I could do anything less than 
this. I do not suppose that any gentleman here 
would expect me to do anything else than this. 
This amendment contemplates extending to these 
parties—the beneficiaries of this bill—the right to 
take up eighty acres, the minimum price of which 
is $2 50 peracre, instead of one hundred and sixty 
acres at $1 25 per acre, making precisely the same 
thing, only just taking half the amount of landat 
double the price. It seems to me that if the prb- 
visions of this bill are to be adopted here, that no 
Senator, on the other side at least, will oppose the 
provisions of this amendment. In my State it is 
of peculiar importance. I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. HARLAN. LI inquire if the amendment 
is susceptible of division? 

Mr. WILKINSON. I am perfectly willing 
that any division shall be made on the question 
that is Lee. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is, sir. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have steadily voted against | 
an adjournment; but if there is any disposition to 
press any new features on this bill, | move to 
adjourn. If that amendment is withdrawn, I am 
willing to sit here and pass upon the bill finally. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- 
dent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. By permis- 
sion of the Senator from Louisiana I wish to say 
a word. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
the moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The House 
bill, offered by the Senator from Ohio in lieu of 
the Senate bill, contained all that there is in the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota. His 
vote is recorded on that question, and it is shown 
to his constituents and the country that he stands 
for it. Why does he now, at this late hour of 
the evening, when many Senators have absented 
themselves, offer the same thing to the bill again? 
It has been voted down this morning, and rejected 
in the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio. Lappeal to the Senator to withdraw the 
amendment, and let us get the vote and get some- 
thing; for, if we adjourn this evening without 
taking a vote on this bill, and discussion should 
go on to-morrow upon another subject, Iask him 
when we shall get it up again? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us vote upon it. We 
can vote upon it, if it is not withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- | 
ator from Louisiana withdraw his motion to 


oy ; 

Mr. SLIDELL. If it is understood that the 
amendment is to be voted down, I withdraw the | 
motion; but not otherwise. 

Mr. HARLAN. I ask for a division of the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator from Iowa state what division he wishes of 
the question ? 

Mr. HARLAN. I understood from the state- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota 

Mr. SLIDELL. If it is debated, I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARLAN. I believe I am on the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Iowa is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARLAN. I understood the Senator 
from Minnesota proposed to extend the benefits 
of the bill to those who may settle on surveyed 
lands, which are not subject to sale at private en- 
try, and also to lands that have been granted to 


Is a motion to adjourn now 





I withdraw the motion for 
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aid in the construction of railroads, which cannot 
be sold for less than $2 50 an acre. Lam in favor 
| of the first part and opposed to the second part 


| and against the second. 
| Committee on Public Lands has voted to amend 
| the bill in a point which he regards as beneficial 
| to his part of the country, I now understand my- 
| of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
| a division—ayes thirteen, noes not counted. 
Mr. RICE. Asa proposition has been made 


accept of the modification I shall now offer in place 
of his first proposition; and in doing this, I wish 
to make an appeal to this side of the Senate to 
acceptit. Iam sure if they knew that the ques- 
tion of lands being brought into market was de- 
pendent entirely upon the executive will and not 
upon law, they would see the justice of putting 
us in Minnesota upon the same footing with Lowa, 
Wisconsin, and the southwestern States; for we 


fore their lands were, that have not been offered 
for sale, and theirs were offered. I therefore ask 
my colleague to accept for his first proposition 
this: in the ninth liné of the first section, after the 
words ‘* private entry,’’ to insert the words * or 
preémption.’’ That leavesa division “chet ang 
tion, so that, afte this vote shall have been taken, 





lands. 
Mr. WILKINSON. I wil’ accert that modi- 


fication, because I cee that it will, perhaps, relieve 
’ ’ , 


opposition that may arise. 





ment as now proposed will be read. 
The Secretary read the amendment, to insert 


the words ‘‘ or preemption.”’ 

Mr.HUNTER. I should like to hear the whole 
amendment read, as now modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the un- 
derstanding of the Chair that, by an agreement 
| between the Senators from Minnesota, the original 
amendment offered by one Senator was with- 
drawn, and the one now read is the amendment 
proposed to the section. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know what 
that amendment opens. Does that open all the 
railroad lands? 

Mr. RICE. No; it leaves them out. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from Minnesota 





ment, thatthe period for bringing the public lands 
into market for their survey depends upon execu- 
tive will orcaprice. I will ask that Senator if these 
lands have not been withheld for many years from 
public sale at the earnest instance of the Senators 
and Representatives of Minnesota herself; whether 
they have not strenuously, at all times, opposed 
these lands being brought forward for public sale? 

Mr. RICE. I can only speak for one, Mr. 
President; and I say I have, for seven years, la- 
bored incessantly against the lands being brought 





into market; and if seven years more of labor | 
would prevent it, I would give it cheerfully; but || 
while I was pursuing that policy, the Representa- | 
tives of a nighboring State were pursuing a very || 
They were urging that the lands | 


different one. 
should be brought into market. What has been 
the result? You may travel through the State of 
Jowa into my State, and, without compass or 
map, by the settlements you can tell where the 
dividing line is; because in that State, in which I 
resided when a Territory for many years, I am 
sorry to say, most of their valuable lands are in 
the hands of speculators, of non-residents; and 
many of the richest portions of the State are now 
as they were hundreds of years ago, with the ex- 
ceptions that the Indians and buffaloes are gone; 
but the evidence of cultivation is not there to be 
seen. 
Mr. GWIN. Ioccupy an entirely different po- 
sition from my friend from Minnesota; for we have 
ot about twenty million acres of land surveyed 
in California, and I have been trying all the time 
| to get it offered for sale, to bring it into market. 


I move that the Senate do | 


to divide this amendment, IL ask my colleague to | 


have lands in our State which were surveyed be- | 


a vote can then be taken in regard to the railroad | 


the question of son.e embarraswment and some | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- | 


after the words *‘ private entry,’’ in the ninth line, | 


has urged, as a reason for adopting this amend- | 


| of his amendment, and wish to vote for the first | 
As the chairman of the | 


self to be released, and to be at liberty to vote for | 
amendments; and hence I shall vote for that part | 
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| cated as we a 
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I want all the lands in that State brought into 
market, in order that the graduation system may 
begin to operate upon them. [hope this amend- 
ment will give us the benefits of this bill, and ap- 
ply to those lands not in market. I think that is 
the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota. 
If itis, 1 am heartily in favor of it. 

Mr. RICE. [tis merely to extend it to those 
lands that are offered for a and those that have 
not been, but have been surveyed and are subject 
to entry. I cannot, for the life of me, see the 
difference. I cannot see what object it can be to 
the Government, or to this side of the Senate, to 
make the distinction. I cannot see a single object 
to be gained, excepting an invidious distinction be- 
tween the different sections of the country. 

Mr. MASON, Itreally seems to me that this 
subject of the public lands becomes more compli- 

eet. I understood the Senator 


| from Minnesota (Mr. Rice] to complain that the 





laws left a discretion to the Executive when the 
lands should be brought into market; and when 
he was challenged by the Senator from Louisiana, 
the Senator from Minoesota declared he had been 
for seven years trying to prevent their coming 


| into market; and he contrasted the condition of 


his State with the condition of a neighboring 
State, where they had been brought into market. 
Then the Senator from California rises, and he 
complains that a large body of the public lands in 
California had been surveyed for a long time, and 
he could not get them brought into market; and 
the proposition before us is to sell the public lands 
in any State where they are to be found, at the 
reduced price of twenty-five cents an acre. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Oh, no. That 
is a different proposition; but the bill is, that the 


| are tocome into market within two years, at whic 
| time they have to be offered for sale at what is 


now the minimum price, $1 25 an acre; and after 
that, if they do not sell at that price, then an 

man who will go actually upon a piece of Stow 4 
may settle upon it, and at the end of five years, if 


_he will settle continuously, and cultivate it, he 


may take as much as one hundred and sixty acres 
at twenty-five cents. That is the proposition. 
Mr. MASON. After they are a certain time 
in the market, and not sold, they shall then be 
sold at twenty-five cents an acre. Now, itisa 
very difficult subject to digest. It is very late in 


the afternodn, and I think it would be best that 
| we should adjourn, to enable gentlemen who have 


| ence to it. 


| sake, violate a general principle. 


charge of the public lands to present some matter 
that we can understand and agree upon in refer- 
I move, therefore, that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 14, noes 34. 

Mr. PUGH. I should like to accommodate 
the people of Minnesota; but I cannot, for their 
We have con- 


sidered all this matter in committee again and 


_ again and again, and voted it down. 


I hope the 
Senate will vote it down now. 

Mr. CLAY. I have only to say that my pur- 
pose was to vote for the bil, although there are 
some objections to it which | would have stated 
to the Senate if the state of my throat had war- 
ranted my speaking upon it; but if this amend- 
ment prevails, I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I am aisocom- 
pelled to say that if this amendment prevails | 
shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. POLK. I am very sorry for gentlemen 
taking the position they do; but it seems to me 
what 1s asked by the Senator from Minnesota, in 
the amendment he offers, is no more than fair 
and equal to his State. There are a large pro- 
portion of the lands in his State that are surveyed 
and not brought into market, in regard to which 
the operation of this bill never can have any effect. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will ask the 


| Senator if he does not know that the people of 


Minnesota themselves have kept the lands out of 
market. Besides, this bill goes on to give,in ad- 
dition, two years any how; and how much more 
legislation must be given to circumstances of that 
sort? 

Mr. POLK. I do not know that. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It was all con- 
sidered in committee. We cannot help every 
hardship that may come up under a general law. 

Mr. RICE. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, { wish to say to my friend 
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from Arkansas that the Senate seems to misun- 
derstand the object of this amendment. It is sim- 
ply to protect the people that are now upon those 
ands; not to benefit those who may come here- 
after. Pass this bill, and we are willing to have 
the lands brought into market at once; but there 
are a large number of people now settled upon 
the unsurveyed lands in our State that the pro- 
visions of this bill do not reach, but, on the con- 
trary, will injure them positively, because when 
the lands are onee brought into market and ad- 
vertised they lose their rights; they lose their 
homes. A man from abroad, with money, can 
go and purchase the lands and purchase their im- 
provements at that sale. You deprive them of 
the benefits of their labor and time already ex- 
pended there. It is to protect that class, not 
those that may come in afterwards; and then put 
us upon an equal footing with the other States, 
and bring your lands into market; that is the 
object. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
says this does not provide for his State. I will 
read the provision of the bill to the Senator, so 
that he will see its application to his State. 

Mr. RICE. I wish one moment, if the Sena- 
tor will permit me, to state a fact. In the year 
1857 the eel came down from the North; they 
visited a region of our country for hundreds of 
miles in extent, destroyed every living thing in 
the vegetable kingdom; there was not a blade of 
grass nor a leaf upon a tree left; and they nearly 
ruined the’settlers; but they went on. ‘The suc- 
ceeding year, the same was the result; and there 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


are members now on this floor, if I mistake not, | 


who saw that devastation. 
the ground; the people were beggared; and now 
you ask them to come in and pay $1 25 an acre 


The cattle died upon | 


for their land, or to permit others to come in | 
and take, not only the land, but their improve- | 


ments. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
dent—— 

Mr.POLK. I believe Iam entitled to the floor; 
but I will give way to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


Mr. Presi- 


If the Senator 


will allow me, lt will read the section, which will | 


satisfy everybody. There is now in Minnesota 
a vast population, and it is a wealthy State. There 

. ! E ' . Ty , , 
area number ofcountiessettled. They have towns, 
and cities, and counties, and their title to the land 
is Wanting. 
thing, in spite of misfortunes in one year. 
bill pore ides for them expressly, an 
the language. It was recommended by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, in the annual mes- 
sage this year and the one twelve months ago. 
The section is to this effect: 

* That each actual settler upon lands of the United States 
which have not been offered at public sale’”’— 

‘That embraces the State of Minnesota pre- 
cisely— 
**upon filing his declaration, or claim, as now required by 
law, shall be entitled to two years from the commence- 
ment of his occupation or settlement, or, if the lands have 
not been surveyed, two years from the receipt of the ap- 
proved plat of such lands, at the district land office, within 
which to complete the proofs of his said claim, and to enter 


and pay for the lands so claimed, at the minimum price of 
such lands.” 


Which is $1 25. Those lands are not the ordi- 
nary refuse lands that other oo will have to 
take, at all. ‘They were the choice of the domain, 
and $1 25 is what they ought to bring. 

** And where such settlements have already been made 


in good faith, the claimant shall be entitled to the said pe- 
riod of two years from and after the date of this act.’ 


That is, two pre more upon those surveyed 
lands of which he speaks. hen, on the unsur- 
veyed land, he has pee peace from the time the 
plats are filed in the Land Office, and this act says 
that in two years it shall be sold; so that he has 
the privilege of preémptive rights, and gets his 
land at that price. If this provision is changed 
as to the class of lands to which parties are en- 
titled to go, the bill will have been broken down 
in one of its most serious provisions, and I, for 
one, shall feel no longer bound by any consider- 
ation connected with the bill. Ido not know how 
others my feel. 

Mr. POLK. I have given way to the Senator, 
we has made a longer speech than I intended 
to do. 


They have gone on to make some- | 
This | 
1 will read | 
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in lands reserved at $2 50 an acre in some cases, | 





Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I beg your 
pardon. 
Mr. POLK. I will merely say that it strikes 


me these partieson this land have abundantly done 


the thing which, on the theory of this bill, is to |} 


be considered the meritorious consideration of the | 
donation at twenty-five cents an acre. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Oh, no; not 
at all. 

Mr. POLK. I look at it in that way, and I 
cannot look at itin any other way. They have 
settled on the land already, and the boon proposed 
to be given them is, that they shall be permitted 
in two years to pay $1 25 for the lands, when the 
bill proposes that other parties shall go on and 
have the lands at hoattpave centsan acre. Now, 
I think, in order to do equal justice to those per- 
sons, we ought to extend the privileges of pur- 
chase to them. I can look at it in no other light; 
and if the bill is to be lost for doing justice to 
them, it must go; I certainly must vote for the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Minne- 
sota,. 

Mr. WADE. I believe this amendment is 
highly equitable and right, and I hope we shall 
have a vote upon it, and express our opinions in 
that way, instead of by words. 

Mr. PUGH. lIask for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MASON.  cebiventend the effect of this 
amendment will be to put all the lands in the 
market, whether they have been offered for sale 
or not—whether they are refuse or not—at the 
price indicated in the bill—twenty-five cents an 
acre. Lunderstand that to be the effect of the 
amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam surprised at the friends | 
of this bill embarrassing its passage by such a 
thing as calling for the yeas and nays. Would 
it not be as well to let well enough alone? The 
amendment can be carried without the yeas and 
nays, and I do not see why we should occupy 
time, when Senators are anxious to go away, in 
calling the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PUGH. | called for the yeas and nays 
because, if this amendment passes I hesitate verv 
much whether I can vote for the bill. The words 
‘*or preémption’’ being inserted, really do bring 





for there are some cases in which we extended | 
preémption to them. Beside that, instead of the | 
people of Minnesota contenting themselves with 
the provisions of the seventh section, which were 
designed for their case, they now claim to go back | 
to the first section. The Senator from Missouri 





|| says, why not bring them in? 1e Senator from | 
j ] tbring them in? The Senator fi 


_lowaanswered that two hours ago. The bill must | 


begin somewhere. It begins from this time and | 
for the future. If we letin the settlers of Minne- 
sota we must go back to the people who paid | 


_money and give them back their money. | 
Mr. POLK. Notatall. 


os 


I 


Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir; the argument is just as 
good in one case as another. The point is: these 
versons entered under the preémption law; they | 
seem induced the President to keep back the proc- | 


| lamation for putting the lands in market for two | 


= or more, the consequence of which is, they | 
ave enjoyed an advantage over ali other pre- | 
emptors. This bill gives them two years more; | 
and now it}s proposed, in addition to this, to let | 
them pay only twenty per cent. of the amount | 
which they expected at the time of the entry. I) 
" it disjoints and destroys the whole bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. As the Senator from Ohio is 
familiar with the subject, I will ask him, does it 
not open the public lands in future that are sub- | 
ject to preémption entries also? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir; it practicaliy repeals | 
the preémption law all the time; but the particular 
case of Minnesota being cited, I directed the atten- 
tion of the Senate to that. We have considered | 
itin committee; we debated it before it was re- | 
ferred to the committee; and my impression is— | 
and if Iam in error I should & glad fo be cor- 
rected—the committee were unanimous inst 
the proposition. Itdestroys the bill entirely. 1) 
call for the yeas and nays, because I think it a | 
vital question to the bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think, Mr. President, if | 
it is the intention of the friends of this bill, and of | 
the various bills—for it is hard to say what bill is 
exactly up before us—but if it is the intention of 
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the friends of the homestead bill to Press it to 

| final decision this evening, that we ought to i. 
struct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request all absgen: 

Senators tobe present. I am willing to sit until 

this time to-morrow upon this question. ] 


ppv am 
| inclined to vote for the bill last reported by tho 
| committee to whom it was referred. Although 


I should prefer to vote for no bill, still I wouig 
vote for that bill; and [ am willing to sit herp 
until to-morrow to dispose of it; but on q ques- 
tion so important as this, on an amendment go 
important as the one that has just been offered, | 
think we should have the vote of as full a Senate 
as it is possible for us to procure. I would pre. 
fer making a motion to adjourn now; and | do 
make that motion, with the understanding, if jt 
should be rejected, that I shall move that the Ser. 
geant-at-Arms be instructed to request the attend. 
ance of all absent Senators. 

Mr. WADE. I hope we shall not adjourn, | 
want to finish one bill at least in five months. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I shall be perfectly wij}. 
ing, if satisfactory to the Senator from Ohio, to 
fix an hour in which all the amendments should 
bagbrought in and voted upon, and the bill voted 
upon without any further speaking, for every- 
| body’s mind is made up and fixed; that the vote 
| shall be taken at some reasonable time when the 
Senate might expect to be full. 

Several Mempers. Letus do it now. 

Mr. WADE. lIask the Senator from South 
Carolina if he does not know, if we fix another 
time for the disposition of this subject, that an- 
other batch of amendments, more numerous, prob- 
ably, than those nearly disposed of now, and 
speeches innumerable, will be presented? Each 
speech made to-day will create five the next time, 
if we adjourn. Now that we have got as near 
as we are to the end of it, I think we had better 
dispose of it. If 1 know anything from experi- 
| ence, the next day we take the bill up, if it should 
be postponed, it will be as far off at this time of 
the day from being finished, as it is now. 

Mr. MASON. I dislike*to interrupt the Sen- 
ator, but I understood the Senator from South 
Carolina to move an adjournment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir; I move an ad- 
journment. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes eleven; noes not counted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is upon the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Minnesota to the first section of the bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms be instructed to request the attendance 
of absent Senators. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That order is now out of 
the question. 

Mr. BROWN. There is no want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum of 
the Senate is believed to be present. 

Mr. MASON. I presume the motion is in or- 
der, although there is a quorum present. It isa 
substitute for a call of the House, which is usual 
in the House of Representatives. We do not 
have a call of the House. It is mandatory-— 

Mr. KING. There will be no objection, I take 
it, to the Sergeant-at-Arms being directed to invite 
| Senators to come in. 





It is moved 
that the Senate direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to re- 
quire the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HAMLIN. “ Request”’ is the word used, 
not ** required.’” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be instructed to request the mem- 
bers of the Senate, who are absent, to be present 
in the Senate. 1s the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

The question being put, the Chair decided that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MASON. ILask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. My reason for asking for the 
eas and nays was to see who there are 1n the 
nate that would refuse to have a full Senate 
| upon a vote like this—that is all. ; 

Mr. KING. I should wish, by unammows 
consent, that the Sergeant-at-Arms might be di- 
rected to do this, and save the time spent ina 
vote. 

Mr. COLLAMER. We ought to have a call 
of the yeas and nays to know who is absent. 

Mr. KING. That is not necessary. 
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Mr. COLLAMER. How do we know who 
are absent? mes 

Mr. WADE. My opinion is, that those who 
take no interest in this question absent themselves. 
They havea right to do so, for aught I know; but 
it is at their will and option whether they are here 
or absent. Every man who takes an interest in 
the matter will, of course, be here. 1 am willing 
to record my vote against this motion, believing 
that every Senator who takes any interest in what 
js going on here will be present; and if he has a 
mind to be absent let him be. 13i? > 

Mr. DOOLITTLE., I understand, if this mo- 
tion is adopted, that the effect of it will be practi- 
cally to postpone the further business of the Sen- 
ate until you get your return from the Sergeant- 
ateArms. 

Several Senators. Not at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. There are twelve 
more than a quorum present. There are about 
forty-six Senators now here, and there are but ten 
or twelve in the city outside of that number, and | 
[ do not presume this Senate at any time will find | 
more, unless you call at the committee-rooms. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [rise to a question of order. 
| am one of those that will not send for anybody; 
and I do not think there is any rightin this body, 
because some gentlemen do not choose to be in 
their seats, and do not want to be, for any reason 
they think proper, to send for them when there is 
a quorum todo business. I know it has been re- 
fused-in this body, even when there was not a 
quorum, to send the Sergeant-at-Arms after absent 
members. Ishould object toit. Lam nothere by 
any comprasion of my fellow-Senators. I come 
here when, in my judgment, the interests of my 
constituents require it, and at no other time; and I 
shall continue to follow that line as long as I have 
the honor of aseat here, and no Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and no rule, can affect my conduct in that respect. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I donot understand the force 
of the motion now submitted to the Senate, to go 
to the extent which I apprehend the Senator from 
Georgia does. It is simply a request on the part 
of the Senate, which the Sergeant-at-Arms bears 
to absent Senators. They come if they choose. | 
It is not proposed, as they do in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to arrest and bring them in. Now, 
if Senators here want the Sergeant-at-Arms to go 
off on that errand, I thought it the best way to get 
rid of it, to give them that request. It would do 
no good; but 1 was willing to vote for it as the 
quickest and best method of getting rid of it. I | 
think so now. 

Mr. BROWN. [think the request will neither 
do good nor harm. We have got a quorum, and 
that quorum is authorized to go on with the pub- 
lic business. We can, if we will, send out the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to instruct or request absentees 
tocome; but while you have a quorum you are 
authorized, and I think compelled, to go on with 
the public business. You have gota quorum now. 
Therefore, if it be the sense of the Senate to send 
out the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attend- 
ance of absentees, I think that is all very well; 
they may come or not, as they choose; but you 
cannot arrest the public business so long as you 
have got a quorum. 

Mr. KING. Certainly not. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Clingman, Fitch, Fitz- 
patrick, Hamlin, Hammond, Lane, Latham, Mason, Pugh, 
Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, and Wigtall—15. 

_NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigier, Bingham, Brown, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Clay, Collamer, Dixon, Doolit- 
le, Douglas, Durkee, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, 
— Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten- 


nessee, Nicholson, Polk, Rice, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
— Trumbuil, Wade, Wilkinson, Wilson, and Yulee 
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_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
isupon the amendment offered by the Senator | 
from Minnesota to the first section of the bill; | 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chan- 
dier, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Foster, 
Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Polk Rice, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wigtat, Wilkinson, Wilson, and Yulee—28. 

AYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, Chesnut, 
Clay, Clingman, Fiteh, Fitzpatrick, Hammond, Hemp- 
hill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, 


So the motion was not agreed to. | 
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Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pugh, Sebastian, and 


Siideil—21. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 

the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. WADE. I hope not. 


and nays upon the motion. 


I move that 


I ask for the yeas 
{**Oh, no!’’] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are the yeas | 


and nays demanded ? 


Mr. SLIDELL and Mr. MASON ealled for 


the yeas and ~—_ 

The yeas an 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Clay, 
Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Hémphiil, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Sebastian, 
Sidell, and Yulee—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Bright, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Dur 
kee, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson of 


nays were ordered; and being | 


Tennessee, King, Latham, Nicholson, Rice, Seward, Sim- | 


mons, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wil- 
kinson, and Wilson—30. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. LANE. Iam now inclined to think that 
we can hardly get action upon this bill to-day. It 
is an important bill, and as reported by the com- 
mittee Lam in favor of it. I believe if passed it 
would result in good; but itis now late, and it has 
been materially changed, and in such a way as, in 
my judgment, is not right. That I may have time 
to think of this matter, and be better prepared to 
look into the effect of this amendment, I propose 
that the further consideration of this bill be post- 
poned until the first Monday in June. I want to 
get rid of it for a time, that we may have an op- 
portunity of looking well into it, and give our 
friends over the way an opportunity of coming 
from their convention. In the mean time it would 


give us time to have the amendments printed. I || jt. It is taking no undue advantage of any mem- 


want to see the bill with all the amendments 
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2005 





| The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is movea 


that the further consideration of this bill be post- 
poned until half past three o’clock to-morrow, 
and be made the special order for that hour. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I will say three o’clock. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator modify the hour? 
Mr. SLIDELL. Yes, sir; I will say three 
o’clock. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on the motion to postpone this bill until 
to-morrow at three o’clock, and make it the 
special order for that hour. 
Mr. WADE. To-morrow there is a special 
order—the resolutions of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Davis,] in regard to which he was 
exceedingly anxious; and perhaps we are under 
/an implied understanding that when those reso- 

lutions shall be taken up for debate, they shall be 
| continued on until they shall be finally disposed 

of. There was an understanding of like character 
| with regard to this bill. We postponed it by con- 
| sent on two former occasions, with the under- 
| standing—I will not say it applied to all the mem- 
| bers of the Senate, but no one objected to it when 
| it was made—that we would continue it until we 
| finally finished it. I see no reason whatever to 
| postpone.the consideration of it further. The 
| Senate is now as full as it ordinarily is when we 
| transact any business. I presume there are ag 
| many Senators now present as there will be to- 

morrow or any other day. The Senate was ap- 

prised yesterday that this matter would be taken 
up, and that we should endeavor to have a final 
vote upon it to-day. It was announced here, so 


|| that every one might understand it who took any 


rinted in order that we may understand it. I | 


1ope the Senate will postpone the further consid- 
eration of this matter until the first Monday in 
June. 


| 


Mr. WADE. ‘There must be an end of all | 


things. I hope there will be an end of this bill, 
and I hope it will be now. If we postpone it until 
the first Monday in June we shall have it all over 
again. We have now been three weeks about it, 
and we are as wéll prepared now to end it as we 
ever shall be. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senator from Ore- 
on will accept a modification to his motion, that 


desire to make. I make it in perfect good faith. || 


This bill cannot be passed to-night in the absence 
of a large number of members of the Senate, who 
desire to vote on the bill. I move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until to- 
morrow, at half past three o’clock, and be made 
the special order of the day for that hour. I pre- 
sume that the Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. Dove- 
LAs,] who has the floor at one o’clock to-morrow, 
will certainly, by that time at least, have said 
what he will have to say on the subject of the 
resolutions that were under discussion yesterday. 
Perhaps he may be enabled to get through at an 
earlier hour. If so, there may be a general under- 
standing of the Senate that we shall close this bill 
to-morrow. I make that proposition. I make it 
in perfect good faith. 

Ir. MASON. I protest against any such un- 
derstanding. I will vote for the motion, though, 
without the understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
before the Senate is the motion of the Senator 
from Oregon, unless he accepts the proposition 
of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I understand him to accept it. 

Mr. LANE. I would do everything in the 
world to oblige my friend from Louisiana 

Mr. SLIDELL. It is not to oblige me, at all. 

Mr. LANE. I think we had better take more 
time to consider this subject; and I think the first 
Monday in June is a very proper time to take it 
up. I think we had better have the question taken 
upon my motion to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill until the first Monday in June 
next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
motion beforé the Senate. It is moved that the 
further consideration of this bill be postponed 
until the first Monday in June next. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Now I make the motion that 
1 stated a moment ago. 





interest in it, and might be here to take a part in 


ber of the Senate that we proceed now to its final 

consideration. Several Senators are paired off 
| on this subject, and I think the Senate is as full 
| as it ordinarily is when we dispose of important 
| measures. 


| Mr. PUGH. 


My colleague forgot a very im- 


|| portant element in the understanding. This 


/ amendment, which has been adopted on the motion 
| of the Senator from Minnesota, was one of the 
distinctive features of the House bill. When my 
colleague moved to substitute the House bill for 
| the Senate bill, he made his argument chiefly upon 
| this very proposition, and, in full Senate, it was 
| rejected, afteralong debate. When it was under- 
stood by Senators that nothing remained except 
| a few verbal or immaterial amendments, and the 
bill about to be put on its passage, they left the 
Chamber; and when they were gone, the proposi- 
tion was renewed in such a form as to make this 
bill more objectionable than the House bill. 1 
would rather have the House bill than this bill 
now. 


} 


bill. 
Mr. PUGH. [am against both of them. In 
my judgment, the amendment that has been 








adopted has made this one of the most vicious 
bills that could be before the Senate, and it cannot 
command my vote with the amendment. I do not 
know how many other Senators are in tlie same 
condition. 1 want to save the original bill as the 
committee drew it, and as it was understood in 
the Senate three hours ago; but now it has been 
totally changed; and for the purpose of preserving 
the bill, for the purpose of getting a full Senate to 
strike that provision out when the bill is reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, I shall vote for 
the motion to postpone it until to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I merely wish to correct 
what undoubtedly is a misapprehension of the 
Senator from Ohio. The Senate has been very 
little fuller to-day than itis now. Some forty- 
nine or fifty voted a few minutes ago on the yeas 
and nays, and there are some present, I know, 
who did not vote, and I think the fullest vote given 
to-day has not been more than fifty-five or fifty- 
| six votes. Weare within four or ve of the full- 
| est vote to-day; and of those who have gone out 
of the Senate, itis known that several are paired. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is very true that the 


| 








Senate is full on one side, but not on the other. 
If itis the intention of that side to take advantage 
of the fullness of the Senate to pass this bill to- 
night, although I pledged myself, in case there 
| was a summons of all the members of the Senate, 
| to sit here until this time to-morrow, I do not feel 





Mr. KING. Well, let us take up the House 
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the summons. I shall therefore retire; and if I 
could have any influence in advising others, I 


this imposition of an accidental fullness of that 
side of the Llouse, and an unexpected thinness on 
this side, to retire, to leave the majority to do 
what they please; and I do hope, leaving them 
thus, they will pass the Elouse bill 

Mr. WADE and others. That 
want. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
misapprehension go out through the country. 
The Senator from South Carolina is mistaken in 
regard to one side of the Senate having left more 
than another. If he will look around, he will see 
that there are some absent Senators on this side. 
There are certainly three gentlemen who sit ordi- 
narily on this side of the Chamber who are not 
here; and I think if they are all paired—and Iam 


is what we 


not sure whether they are or not—if you will add | 


bound to that pledge. The Senate did not issue | 


would advise all who do not wish to submit to | 


I do not like to have a | 
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six to the number now in the Chamber, it will be |} 


equal to the number that has been here at any 
time to-day. Ido not wish the impression to go 
out that an attemptis being make to take advant- 
age of a thin Senate, 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ceriainly the Senator from 
Illinois does not see this row of empty benches 
here. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. Look into the ante-room. 

Nr. HAMMOND. We are not half full here. 
These are spectators behind. ae) 

Mr. GREEN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 21, noes 23. 

Mr. SLIDELL. My motion, I believe, is now 
pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
motion before the Senate. It is moved that the 
further consideration of this bill be postponed 
until to-morrow afternoon at three o’clock, and 
then made the special order for that time. 

Mr. HALE. Before the vote is taken on that 
question, | want to ask, in order to govern my 
own vote, if it is the intention at that time to pro- 
ceed to a vote? 

Mr. SLIDELL. That is my intention. 

Mr. BROWN. [hope that that motion may 
yrevail, It is now nearly half past six o’clock. 

think, sir, it is now apparent that we cannot 
have a vote upon so important a proposition as 
this to-night. The appeals of my friends on this 
side that our people are absent have not struck 
me very forcibly. It is their business to be here; 
and the public business is not to be interrupted 
because Senators choose voluntarily to absent 
themselves. Senators were in their places two 
hours ago; they knew that this question was 
under consideration, and they left. I do not 
mean to postpone public business because Sena- 
tors choose voluntarily to rere from the Cham- 
ber. They ought to be here. The public busi- 
ness, public duty, requires that they should stay 
here and transact the public business, and these 
appeals for adjournment because Senators are ab- 
sent do not strike me very highly. 1 shall go 
now for this postponement until to-morrow at 
three o’clock, and then I shall vote persistently 
with the friends of the measure, if it take us all 
to-morrow evening and to-morrow night, until 
we geta full vote upon it. The question is too 
important, sir, to be ignored; and Senators mis- 
take if they think they can cast it away, get clear 
of its elbow it out, It has got to be of too much 
consequence for that: We may as well make up 
our minds at once to meet it fair and square, and 
vote for it in all its phases, or vote against it. 
Now it has been said several times that Senators 


are absent, and that we ought not to have the 


vote, 


Perhaps that is accidental. Let us take 


an adjournment over until to-morrow evening, 
with the full understanding after that, when the 
question comes up again and Senators on either 
side absent themselves, there is to be no account 
taken of it, but we are to go on and settle the 
question. 
motion. 


With that feeling, I will go for the 


Mr, TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi will allow me, I will state it is known 
that several Senators are about to leave the city 
for one of the conventions, and I doubt if you 
will get a fuller Senate to-morrow than you have 
got to-day. 


Mr. FITCH. In connection with the subject 


to which the Senator from Illinois has just al- 
luded, I desire to offer a resolution, without ask- 
ing for its consideration to-day. I will call it up 
to-morrow: 

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns to-morrow, it 


adjourn to meet on Monday, the 14th instant; and when it 
adjourns on that day, it adjourn to meet on ‘Thursday, the 


|| 17th instant; and when it adjourns on that day, it adjourn 


to meet on Monday, the 2ist. 


Mr. HAMLIN. 


the resolution. 


Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the bill before | 
the Senate, with all the accompanying amend- | 
| ments, be laid upon the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is al- || 


ready a motion before the Senate to postpone it 
until to-morrow. : 


Mr. SLIDELL. As the preposition does not 


appear to meet with favor on the other side, I | 


will withdraw it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion now is on the motion to lay the bill and 


|| amendments on the table. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Pres- 
ident—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
not debatable. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I merely wish |! it, and pass it; but the amendment that has been 


| to say to my friend from Louisiana, that we must 


| upon that motion. 








all sce what this is to result in 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina withdraw his motion 
to lay on the table? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly, for a moment, 
if the Senator will renew it, or allow me the floor 
to do it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I merely wish 
to state this: we have got into a squabble, but 
there seems to be good feeling at the same time; 
and I think the proposition of the Senator from 
Louisiana is made in fairness on this side. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I beg the Senator’s pardon; 
I have withdrawn it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I know that; 
but I was going to say that the Senator had made 





a motion to postpone the further consideration of 


the biil until to-morrow at three o’clock. It seems 
to me, if we will all act in good faith, that that 
can be carried out, with the understanding that it 
will be postponed until to-morrow, after the Sen- 
ator from Illinois concludes his speech; and then 
it can be voted upon until final action is had. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to state that lam no 
party to that understanding. 

Mr. RICE. I desire to say to the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee, that the same proposi- 
tion which he now makes was made some days 
ago, and the bill was postponed upon that under- 
standing, although the Senate were not unanimous 


| upon the subject, that it should be taken 7” some 


days ago; but, to use the words of the Senator 
from Mississippi, it has been elbowed out for 
speeches upon aie thing, and upon that, and upon 
the other, and for special orders. I want to have 
the thing brought to a test; and 1 am willing to 


| sit here for the next three weeks, so far as lam 


concerned, until we dispose of it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I should myself be per- 
fectly willing to agree to the proposition of the 
Senator from Louisiana and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee; but as it seems to meet with objection all 
around, | renew my motion to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. WADE. I will ask the yeas and nays 

That will be a test question. 

Mr. BROWN. Oh, no; it will consume time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator insist on his call for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. SLIDELL. I renew the call, if the Senator 
withdraws it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. As we came within two 
votes of adjourning just now, I am in hopes that 
we are much stronger at present; and I now renew 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. On that question L ask for 
the yeas and nays. Let us have a test, and see 
how the Senate will determine. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, 
Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, 
Polk, Powell, Pugh, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfall, 
and Yulee—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Brown, Cameron, 


I object to the reception of 


| Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Dou 
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kee, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Johnecs 


of Tennessee, King, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumne 
» Eyek, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—o8-* 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I nowask for the yeas ang 
nays on my motion to lay the bill on the table. 
which, I suppose, is next in order. : 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. FOOT. 1 have paired off with the Senator 
| from Georgia (Mr. Iverson] upon this bill for the 
afternoon. ; 
| The question being taken bY and nays, 
' resulted—yeas 17, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Clingman, Fitzpatrick 
Green, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas’ 
Mason, Powell, Pugh, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfai)’ 
and Yulee—17. , 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Brown 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolitije’ 
Douglas, Durkee, Fitch, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Ham. 
lin, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Latham, Nicho|- 
| son, Polk, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson.—33, 7 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, this bill, as it came 
from the Committee on Public Lands, as I said 
| before, met with my hearty approval, and I hoped 
| that we would this day be able to get a vote upon 


_ adopted obstructs the passage of the bill. It very 
| materially affects its provisions; and it is such an 
amendment as I do not like. I do not want to vote 
for the bill with that amendment in it, if I can help 
it; though in saying that, I desire all to know that 
[ am in favor of the bill as reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. It was the gubject of 
serious consideration there, and of careful delib- 
eration for many hours. The last day the com- 
mittee had this bill under consideration, they spent 
| some eight hours over it, and worked faithfully 
and ardently, with a desire of placing this matter 
in such a shape that it would meet the approval of 
| the Senate, of the other House, and of the coun- 
try; but the amendment that has been adopted, as 
1 le just stated, has so changed its provisions 
that I think the Senate ought not to pass it. I con- 
sider it an important matter, as it affects the set- 
tlement of the frontier portion of our country— 
the outside portions of it. It places it in the power 
of every man who wants a home to get it at twenty- 
five cents an acre; and he can have the land for 
five years as a home for himself and his family 
until he can earn that amount of money, and pay 
for the land at that price. Then, why will gentle 
men throw in an obstruction here that would haz- 





ard the passage of a bill that has for its purpose 
objects so just and important as this; and prevent 
the passage of a bill that would not only advance 
the settlement of the country, and bring into requi- 
sition the frontier portion of it, but would place it 
in the power of every man who desired a home 
to obtain it at that small rate? 

I ask, therefore, that we may have a vote upon 
this bill and pass it, and that the gentleman who 
moved this amendment, or some one who voted 


| for it, will move a reconsideration of the vote upon 
| the amendment, in order that we ma 


again have 
an opportunity of vpting upon it. If it is, after 
due consideration, adopted, then I say to the Sen- 
ate and the country, that I will not vote for the 
bill, though there 1s no man who would go fur- 
ther than I would to place it in the power of every 
laboring man that wants a home to get it at the 
smallest price. The committee did this in pre- 
paring the bill, and reporting it in the shape in 
which it came to the Senate; and why gentlemen 
who pretend that they want to place it in the 
power of the poor man to obtain a home ata low 

rice, when we have a bill reported as near a 
want doui as they could desire—as near, without 





| money and without price, as they could wish— 


should now insist on passing it with this objec- 
tionable feature, I cannot tell. It seems to me 
they want to place it in some position that would 
hazard its passage, in order that they may 7 
they were anxious to give to the landless land, 
and tothe homeless ahome. I act in good faith; 
Iam for the bill; I want it to pass; but I do not 
want it embarrassed in this way. It seems to me 
that those members of the committee-on that side 
of the House who spent eight hours and a half of 
one day in maturing this bill and in preparing 1t, 
and gave their consent to its being reported as pre- 
pared by that committee, and who said: ‘‘ report it 
as it is,and we will pass it,” and who approve itin 
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every way, ought to stand by the committee an‘ || from Minnesota had; but this.is the point of con- || ator will renew it or give me the floor, If it is 


by those who would give to the country all they || 
could reasonably ask in this matter. I suggest 
acai, that some one who voted in favor of the 
amendment will move a reconsideration, in order || 
that we may have it in our power to pass the bill. 

Mr. RICE. I presume the Senator from Ore- 

gon alludes to the amendment that I offered. 
Mr. LANE. To that entirely. 

Mr. RICE. Iso understand; and I regret ex- 
ceedingly that he should have used any remarks || 
towards me, or ally olper Senator here, that might || 
be construed to imply that we took a position to } 
t 


embarrass the bill for the purpose of defeating 1 | 
—not being true friends of the homestead bill. 

Mr. LANE. I did not include the Senator in | 
the remarks I made. 

Mr. RICE. I was sincere in offering the amend- 
ment; and there is no power upon the face of the 
earth, political, personal, or other, that willinduce 
me to withdraw it, or to move a reconsideration. 

I wish now to say, if the principles embodied in 
the bill reported by the committee are just and | 
correct, they are only being made more perfect by 
the amendment which I offered. I know some- } 
thing of the public land system. I have livedin 
four Territories of the United States while the 
were Territories, and after they became States. { 
know there are millions of acres of land in the 
Northwest that have been offered for sale, when | 
they were offered, because the Executive willed, | 
without any guidance of law. I know that. many 
of those same millions of acres were withdrawn 
from sale because the Executive willed it. Thou- 
sands were settled upon those lands when they | 
had been offered for sale, and are there still set- 
tlers, after the lands were withdrawn from sale. | 
They are to be excluded from the rights of this 
measure. 

[am compelled, with all due deference to every | 
Senator, to say that it strikes me that the bill, in | 
the shape which it isin, will be construed, by those 
who shall hereafter examine it, as a measure that | 
was intended to take from the other side of the | 
Senate the credit of passing a homestead bill. 
Without this amendment, it is a bill that will be 
worthless to a large majority of the people of the 
Northwest. That word will not convey what I | 
mean. {t will be a measure that will set five | 
thousand people in my State against three or four 
other thousand in that State. The lesser class | 
will be benefited, and the greater class—the poorer 1 
class; the first settlers—entirely deprived of the 
benefits of it. Now, I desire to say to the Sen- 
ate | do not approve ofthis bill. My preference 
was for another. I believe that the constitutional | 
objection would have been avoided; that every 
inducement for paupers to settle in our country, 
and for speculators to have taken advantage of 
the measure, could have been avoided by adopt- 
ing the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Mississippi. I did approve of that. I believe it | 
is a measure which would have stood the test of 
time. But as this is now before us, it is the only 
choice that I have; and I want, if the bill passes, | 
to have this provision inserted. I ask it in the 
name of justice and of equality. 

Mr. BROWN. It seems to me, in the present 
attitude of this bill, that what we ought to do || 
would be, to stop discussing what we have already | 
done in committee, and go on and perfect the bill, | 
and report it to the Senate. That is a course | 
which will be decisive. Any gentleman will have | 
an opportunity to call the yeas and nays again in | 

1 
| 
' 
| 





the Senate upon this objectionable amendment, 
moved by my friend from Minnesota. The mat- 
teris not ended. But when this bill shall be re- | 
vorted to the Senate from the Committee of the 
Vhole, in which we are now, there will be an- 
other opportunity of taking the yeas and nays. 
Now, cannot we go on to this extent: perfect the 
bill, report it to the Senate, and take the vote upon 
concurring in all the other amendments, except 
the one moved by my friend from Minnesota; 
and upon that, let us adjourn, and wait for a full 
Senate, until we can get a decision. 

Mr. RICE All I wish to say is this: I do not 
desire to interpose any factious opposition, and I 
regret that I am compelled to think one has been 
introduced here. Iam willing to submit. I am | 
willihg to consent to a fair vote upon that propo- 
sition. Beyond that, I have no authority to speak 
for the bill, 


Mr. BROWN. I did not suppose my friend 








| been voted into the bill. 


troversy. Cannot we agree to dispose of the bill | 
in every other particular except in regard to the || 
amendment moved by the Senator from Muinne- || 
sota? 

Mr. GREEN. No. 

Mr. BROWN. One Senator has no right to | 
say no. Well then, sir, I stand prepared to sit || 
here until the morning dawns, until the sun rises, || 
if Senators will not acceptany reasonable or prop- || 
er proposition, You have gota bill here that must |} 
be disposed of. A majority of the Senate has, | 
time and again, shown a determination to dispose || 
of the bill. Senators cannot sit by and say we | 
abruptly reject this proposition or the other. The | 
bill is before you, sir; it hasa majority of the Sen- | 
ate in its favor; and it cannot be whistled down \| 
the wind. Senators may say what they please; || 
but this bill has to be met either to-day or atsome | 
other day. I made, what I thought, was a rea- | 
sonable and proper proposition. ‘The Senator from | 
Minnesota had moved an amendment, to which | 


understood I am to have the floor in order to re- 
new the motion, | will withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. YULEE. Of course, the Senator can get 
the floor immediately afterwards. I rise, Mr. * 
President, for the purpose of saying that ] voted 
for the amendment, which seems to have excited 
much feeling, because it would render the opera- 
tion ef the bill more beneficial in my own State 
under the particular circumstances in which our 
public lands at present stand; but since I gave 
that vote, I have learned, what I did not before 
know, from a member of the Committee on 
Public Lands, that there are some of the Terri- 
tories in which preémptions may be taken upon 
unsurveyed Sad That being the case 

Mr. HAMMOND. I did not give the Senator 
from Florida the floor to make a speech. [| 
thought he had some business matter that he 
wished to bring up. 

Mr. YULEE. I have some business matter. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I did not yield for a 





some of the real friends of this bill objected; it had || speech. 


What I proposed was, | 


Mr. YULEE. 


By the courtesy of the Senator, 


to go on and perfect the bill, report it to the Sen- || Lam on the floor; but I beg that he will permit 


|| ate, agree to all the amendments to which there || me to conclude. 


was no objection, in the Senate, and then let this 
ener point stand over for a full Senate, | 
an 

What objection can there be to that? Ifyou meet || 
that proposition in a captious spirit, the friends | 
of this measure will sit here with you, gentlemen, | 


I will do it very shortly. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I gave way for the Sen- 
ator to make a motion, or something of that sort, 


agree to an hour on which to take the vote. || not a speech. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood that the Senator from South Carolina 
yielded to the Senator from Florida, Does the 


until the morning dawns, until the noon-day comes, || Senator from South Carolina claim the floor? 


and until the sun goesdown. There is no use of | 
gentlemen saying, in a side way, ‘*no, we will | 
not accept this;’’ casting over everything. Iam 
a friend of the measure, if it can be put ina proper 
form. Iam a friend of the great measure of giv- 
ing homes to the homeless. 

Mr. GREEN. [I object to it. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well; let the Senator go 


| and tell his homeless constituents so. 


Mr. GREEN. 
Mr. BROWN. 


I do. 
I have heard gentlemen talk 


Mr. YULEE. I was upon the floor, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I claim the floor, but I 
yielded from courtesy to the Senator from Flor- 
ida, supposing that \ intended to make some 
motion or another; but itis evident that he intends 
to make a speech. 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir; [ am not going to make 
a speech. 

Mr. HAMMOND. You have almost made a 
speech already. 


Mr. YULEE. It would have been concluded 


that way before, and I have seen them quail be- || before this if | had not been interrupted. 1 was 


fore public sentiment. 
Mr. GREEN. I never will. 
Mr. BROWN. I do not fear to stand in this | 
presence, or any other, and say that I am in favor 
of giving land to the landless and homes to the 
homeless. I amso. I have always been so; I | 
expect always to remain so. I have no feeling | 











| about to say that I had learned from a member of 
the Committee on Public Lands, that there are 
some of the Territories in which preémptions may 
be taken upon unsurveyed land. That being the 
case, of course it is at war with the scheme of th 

bill as proposed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, and veers by my friends. Having 


| 


with that sentiment which allows wild beasts to || been rather indifferent in the vote which I gave, 


roam over untold millions of lands, whilst honest | 
men, with honest hearts, are without an acre. I | 
sympathize with the toiling millions. Whether | 
they live in the North or in the South, the East 
or the West, does not concern me; they are my | 
countrymen, and this country, in all its amplh- | 
tude, is mine; itis theirs. It was purchased by | 
common blood and by common treasure. It be- | 
longs to one and all of us. More than that, sir; | 
this great continent, which we inhabit, belongs | 
not to us, but it belongs to God; for he created it; | 
He gave it to His people, and when those of us | 
who inherit it undertake to assert that we have a | 
right to it which does not belong to the balance | 
of God’s creatures, we assert in its sublimity the 
doctrine of squatter sovereignty: that because we 
were the first here, and the first to take posses- | 
sion of it, therefore we may exclude everybody | 
else. I agree to no such Gee to no oe 
theory. Iam for providing homes for the home- 
less; not for giving to anybody anything, but to 
give every man a fair opportunity of providing 
himself a home upon the public lands. ae 
as to the question introduced by my friend from | 
Minnesota, which seems to be objectionable, I 
do not like it myself; but why cannot we go on 
and perfect the bill this evening and leave that 
eee open until we can have a full Senate? | 
f no reasonable ‘proposition can be accepted, I 
am prepared to sit here until midnight, until day | 
dawns, or until to-morrow evening. | 
Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the Senate | 
adjourn; and lL ask for the yeas and nays upon | 
that question. 
Mr. YULEE. If the Senator will withdraw | 
that motion for the present, I was about to make | 
| 
! 


a motion that will perhaps be satisfactory. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I will not withdraw the | 
| motion unless it will be renewed by the Senator | 
| from Florida. I persist in the motion; but I will | 


} 


| courteously withdraw it fora moment, if the Sen- | 


I move a reconsideration of that vote on the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota, and 
that will oblige the Senate to take another vote 
upon the reconsideration. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move an adjournment, 
and call for the yeas and nays upon the motion. 
I give notice that I will not withdraw it. 

The yeag and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I notice that there are 
several persons in the Senate who have not re- 
sponded to their names. I presume there is a quo- 
rum present. There is a rule requiring“every 
Senator to respond to his name. 

Mr. GREEN. I desire to withdraw my name. 
I do not vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I trust the rule will be 
enforced, and Senators in the Chamber required 
to answer to their names. I ask the Chair if that 
is not the rule of the Senate? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such is the 
rule. Senators being present are required to vote. 


Mr. GREEN. My name is recorded, and I ask 
leave to withdraw it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
the name. 

Mr. GREEN. [ask a vote on that question. 
I do not choose to vote when there is no quorum 
present; I am not in the Senate of the United 
States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask that the names of 
| Senators in the Chamber who have not responded 


I object to withdrawing 


|| be called, and that the rule may be enforced. 


Mr. GREEN. I rise to a question of order. 
I have already made a motion. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. GREEN, That my name be withdrawn, 
because there is no quorwin present. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That has not yet been 
| ascertained. 











. 
+ 
¥ 

- 


ed 


-roll was oalled. 
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Mr. HAMMOND. Let the vote be annouhced 
first. I think the Senator from Illinois is out of 
order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. L take it, itis in order any 


‘time when the roll is being called, and the rules 


of the Senate requires Senators to answer when 
they are present, and they refuse to do it, to call 
the attention of the Chair to it, and ask that Sena- 
tors may respond to their names, 

Mr. BROWN. I think the Senator from Ili- 
nois is a little mistaken in this. Let the result be 
announced; and if we find ourselves without a 
quorum, then his motion will be to move that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms be instructed to request the at- 
tendance of absent Senators. Less than a quorum 
may adjourn, and less thana quorum may refuse 
to adjourn. ‘There is evidently a quorum within 
the call of the Senate. If Senators persist, and 
refuse to vote when they are present, then it be- 
longs to the Senate to determine what action it 
will take; but, for the time being, let the result be 
announced. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. lL apprehend that cannot 
be done. You could always prevent the enforce- 
ment of the rule of the Senate in that case. The 
time to make the objection is when the Senators 
are present and do not respond to their names. | 
wish it to be understood that to-day—when it was 
agreed upon different sides of this Chamber weeks 


ago that this bill should be taken up, and when | 
taken up that it should be contimued before the | 


Senate until it was finally disposed of; and when 
there is a majority of the Senate present, visible 
to us all—gentlemen refuse to answer to their 
names, Let it be known to the country that such 
is the fact. I object to the announcement of the 
vote until we have the rule complied with. 

Mr. BROWN. I rise toa point of order. A 
vote has been taken upon a motion to adjourn. I 
insist that no debate is in order, and that the re- 
sult of that vote shall be announced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion, when Senators’ names are called, that 
if present in the Chamber, they are required, by 
the rule, to vote; and if attention is called to the 
fact, the rule requires each Senator to vote, if 
present. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 
rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the rule upon the subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is the 16th rule of the 
Senate. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

16. When the yeas and nays shall be called for by one | 
fifth of the members present, each member called upon | 
‘shall, unless for special reason he be excused by the Sen- | 


ate, declare openly, and without debate, his assent or dissent | 
to the question.”’ 


Mr. BROWN. Ifthe Senator from Illinois will | 
name any Senator present in the Chamber who 


has-not voted, I will go with him to enforce that || 


rule. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I was present in the Senate 
and did not vote. If the Senator from Illinois 
requires it, L will vote; but my vote will not make 
aquorum. I vote ‘* yea,’’ which does not make a 
quorum. There being no quorum, I think the 
Senate is adjourned. 

Mr. HALE. 
fact, that I was present in the Senate when the 
{ had ne idea that we should be 
without a quorum. I was talking with the Sen- 
ator from Oregon on a matter in which he is in- 
terested, and upon my suggestion not to interrupt | 
the conversation, both of us agreed not to vote, 
though we were present; but it was for no other | 


purpose than simply to continue the conversa- | 
tion. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 suppose the Senators | 
may vote. They are both here. 

Mr. RICE. If there is not a quorum present, | 
1 wish to have the 8th rule read; and I wish, if I | 
have the power, or a majority of those present | 
have the power, to have it entorced. 

Mr. FITCH. I was not inthe Chamber when 
my name was called, and do not even know what 


I would like to see that | 


I wish to state, as a matter of | 


| Mr. BROWN. 


tor from Illinois, that he will find it extremely '| the Senator from Mississippi says, so far as vo 


difficult to enforce a rule of that kind. 
66 aran 2? 

yea. 

Mr. HALE. I vote *‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I vote * nay.”’ 

Mr. LANE. I desire to record my vote. I 
vote * rea’? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I observe that there are 
other Senators present who have not responded 
_to their names. If there is not a a yet, I 

would suggest that the roll be called again, or the 
|, names of Senators who did not respond be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum is 
voting. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
a quorum voting. 

‘he result was then announced—yeas 7, nays 
| 28, as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Fitch, Green, Hammond, Hunter, 
Lane, and Polk—7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Brown, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Dur- 
kee, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson 
of Tennessee, King, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Lyeck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28. 


} So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
| 
i 


I vote 


It is all right, if there is 


The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is, will the Senate concur in the amendments 

| made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BROWN. I think there is but one amend- 
ment to which there is any pointed objection. I 
| now propose that we concur in all the amend- 
| ments en masse, except the one moved by the Sen- 
_ ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. YULEE. I had moved a reconsideration 
| of that amendment, and that mofion was pending. 
| Mr. SIMMONS. Let us have the question 
upon concuring in all the amendments. 

Mr. BROWN. I will suggest to my friend 
from Florida, why not take a vote in full Senate 


| upon concurring in the amendments made in com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. YULEE. 

Mr. RICE. 
that. 

Ms BROWN. I propose that all these amend- 
ments upon which there is no controversy be con- 
| curred in nem. con., and then we can adjourn upon 
the dissatisfied point to a stated hour—I do not 
care whether it be three o’clock to-morrow or the 
next day—with the understanding that we shall 
| then take a vote upon that amendment, and upon 

the bill finally. Phaee that will be eananienoll in. 
Let us take a vote concurring upon all the amend- 
ments together, and adjourn upon that single 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
and seconded that the question of concurrence be 
taken upon all the amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole with the exception of the 
/amendment moved by the Senator from Minne- 





Jam willing. | 
I am perfectly willing to agree to 


| Sota. 

Mr. BROWN. Let that be done, and then we 
can talk about plans afterwards. 

Mr. WADE. I intend to move the House bill 
| as a special amendment again in the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
| first in order is on concurring in the amendments 
| made in Committee of the Whole. After that is 
disposed of, a motion will then be in order to move 
to amend the bill further in any manner he may 
wish. Is the Senate ready for the question on 
the motion to concur in all the amendments made 
| in committee, with the exception of the one offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish to make 
an inquiry of the Chair, as to what was done with 
the motion made by the Senator from Florida to 

| reconsider that amendment? 

It comes up, I think, in the 
| Senate. It is reported among the other amend- 
| ments, and we have a chance to have another vote 
upon it. I reserved itby my motion, and we can 
take the yeas and nays upon it in the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Bat I will say 
to the Senator from Mississippi, if it is in order 
to have a vote upon the motion to reconsider, I 





the question is. If my vote will make a quorum || would much prefer that, in order that I may fore- 


I will give it as soon as I can ascertain what the | 


question pending is. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion | 


was that the Senate adjourn; and that question 
was ordered to be taken by yeas and nays. 
Mr. FITCH. I will simply say to the Sena- 


see, in some degree, if possible, what is to be the 
result by having that test now submitted before 
this bedi I feel that my connection with this 
-bill is affected and determined by the vote on that 
amendment. I would sincerely like to have a vote 
on the reconsideration. [agree to everything that 
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1 upon the amendments that were adopted in com. 
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ting 


mittee is concerned. 
| Mr. HUNTER. I will suggest to my friend 
| from Arkansas that he will get a vote in the & 
| ate on this amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. Exactly; and it is too late to 
move a reconsideration of what has been done jn 
committee, after the bill has been reported to the 
Senate. 1 will suggest to my friend from Arkay- 
sas, and to the Senate, that that4s the attitude of 
the bill. It has been report®@l to the Senate, He 
cannot move to reassider what was done in com. 
mittee. > 

Mr. RICE. I ask the attention of Senators for 
one moment. I find there is a misapprehension 
with some in regard to thisamendment. The 
seem to think it goes beyond the States. Now, 
so far as I am individually concerned, I am wij|- 
ing so far to modify that amendment as to put in 
the words ** within the States.”’ 

Mr. BROWN. If my friend will allow me, 
| had we not better cease discussing the merits of 
| the amendment until it comes up on a vote? Let 
us get clear of the balance of the bill, and let us 
concur in the amendments made in committee jn- 
dependent of that one; and when we come to that 
proposition, then let us discuss it. I hope, there- 
fore, that we shall take a vote upon concurring in 
the amendments about which there is no contro- 
versy, which have been reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the motion to concur in 
the amendments made in Committee of the Whole, 
with the exception of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I have obtained 
the floor several times, and I have yielded it to 
others. I now say this—and I intend to act upon 
it—if the purpose be to pass this bill, right or 
wrong, I shall vote against it in every stage; if 
the purpose be to sit and put it in the best shape 
possible, I may go for it. I think that the friends 
| of the bill ought to be a little liberal, and to take 
steps tending to put it in a shape that will be ac- 
ceptable to those who are opposed to a mere hum- 
bug homestead bill. There is not a Senator on 


N- 


| this floor who can make it appear that it is a 


| homestead bill. A homestead! It cannot be cre- 


| ated by this Government, and there is not a single 


Senator in this House that will dare make the 
assertion. 


Now, if such be the case—and if it be not the 





case, 1 beg gentlemen to controvert it—what, in 
the name of Heaven, is the use of talking about a 
homestead hill, and pressing a thing that is nota 
homestead bill? I make a long pause, because I 
want a reply on that point. ill the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown, ] or the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson,] or the gentleman 
from any other State, assert that we can make a 
homestead, in the sense in which they wish the 
public to understand it? If they cannot, then 
strike out the idea; let us act upon subjects as 
they are presented. 

I do not impute motives; but it is an attempt 
to deceive the public at the expense of the public 
Treasury. You call it a homestead; yet not one 
solitary man is to be secured a single home. Yet 
en vote for it. Let them vote and stand 

efore their constituents as responsible for it. I 
mean every word I say, and I intend that the pub- 
lic shall understand every word I say. Home! 
What isahome? Homestead! What is that? 
It is a sacred place, secured from sale, from exe- 
cution, from disposition. 

I appeal to Senators on the other side, and on 
this side, is there a man in the Senate who be- 
lieves that we have the power to vest it in any 
man in the United States of America? No one; 
and it is an attempt to get popularity contrary to 
truth and justice. Democrats, Republicans, or 
otherwise, [ put it upon that basis, and dare them 
to meet me in honorable controversy, as reason- 
able gentlemen. 

- You propose to give land to the landless. They 
can get it now. You propose 2 ike it in the 
House bill, without fee or reward, and to give it 
under circumstances which will make this Fed- 
eral Government a panderer to, and encourager 
of, laziness and negligence and of want of thrift; 
and who desires that? Is it the North; is it the 
South; is it any part of thiscountry? ‘*‘ Land to 
the landless,’’ says my friend from Mississipp!, 
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ang ‘homes to the homeless.”’ Is there a man in 
Mississippi landless that is worthy of having land? 
| ask him, is there a man in as i homeless 
who is worthy of having a home? en you un- 
dertake to give land to the landless and homes to 
the homeless, from whom do you take? ‘It looks 
yery kind when youtalk about bestowing benefits; 
but from whom do you take the fund from which 
you bestow these benefits? It is my land, sir, 
and itis your land; and it is sought to take our 
land to give it to men who never earned a dollar 
in their life, and neves will. You propose to take 
my property and give itto them. Is that right? | 
Have you the power to doit? Have you the 
rieht to do it, morally, legally, and socially? Jf 
you divided the property of the United States 
to-day to the people ee capita, it would, perhaps, 
average about three hundred and fifty dollars to 
every man. If you were to pass a law to thus 
divide it Out, you would destroy immense rights | 
which have been acquired by industry, enterprise, 
and energy. Atthe end of three more years you 
would have the same diversity of wealth and 
ability that you now find; and the Senator from 
Mississippi and the Senator from Minnesota 
might say, we must divide out again. Now, I 
ask, if you are going to act on that principle, do 
you not destroy all incentive to energy, enterprise, 
and industry. Any Government that undertakes 
to actupon the principle of dividing out property, 
by voting lands, and voting money, or anything 
else, will destroy the foundations of society. 
Government is for protection, to secure all in thé 
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enjoyment of their rights; to take from none what 
they have lawfully acquired. Under this bill some 
good men avail themselves of its benefits, and the 
same is true of every bill. I speak of its general 
bearing; and I say, that it is adverse to the true 
interests of the country. 

Mr. HUNTER. If I understand it, there isa 
proposition before the Senate that we take the 
yote on those amendments that are uncontested, 
and then let the bill go over till to-morrow, when 
the vote can be taken on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota. If so, I do not 
see why we may not now take the votes on the 
amendments that are not contested, and then ad- 
ourn. 

! Mr. BROWN. Wecan, at least, take the vote 
on those not contested. ® 

Mr. GREEN. I object to any vote at all, 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well; but I ask for a vote 
on all the amendments, except the amendment of 
the Senator from Minnesota, 

Mr. RICE. I wish to ask my friend from Mis- 
sissippi, as he is much better acquainted with the 
rules than I am, if, by acquiescing in the arrange- 
ment which he proposes, my amendment becomes 
any weaker? Ifitstandsin the same position it does 
now, I shall cheerfully consent to his suggestion. 

Mr. BROWN. It cannot at all interfere with 
the Senator’s rights in regard to his amendment. 
I understand that we have made some half a 
dozen amendments to this bill in Committee of the 
Whole. All of them have been reported to the 
Senate, and we have now reached the point of 
voting upon them. There is one contested 

Mr. GREEN. Every one is contested. 
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The proposition made by the Senator from Mis- | 
sissipp! is a fair proposition on the part of those |) 
who do not want to throw unnecessary obstruction || 
in the way of action. Whatis now asked by him }} 
is nothing more than what is due to usand due to 
the subject—that we shall have a full Senate when 
we vote upon this contested amendment. There 
are several Senators, who were here when this |) 
contest commenced, who have gone away with the | 
expectation that nothing would or could be done || 
to-night. Are there any here who wish to perpe- || 
trate upon the country a measure which they know 
does not reflect the voice of the body? I do not 
think that the Senators upon the other side can 
feel that way; and I sincerely hope that thev will 
now consent to an adjournment, and not fix to- | 
morrow, at half past three o’clock, for this bill; for | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





to-morrow, at half past three, we shall have gone | 


ity will elicit feelings still more serious, and we | 
shall be in no condition whatever to take up this | 
bill and consider it with that earnestness which it | 
really demands at our hands. Half past three | 
o’clock to-morrow will be no time for us to com- | 
mence the consideration of this bill; and if we are 
going to pass the bill, or to dispose of it finally, | 
on the same day that we take it up, its considera- | 
tion ought to be commenced at one o’clock. I 
therefore suggest to the Senator from Mississippi 
that he propose to fix it for the day after to-mor- 
row. ‘That is private bill day, it is true; but the 
Senate has denied to private claimants, and will | 
deny to them, no fair opportunity of being heard; | 
but when a serious matter of great public import 
is before us, one private bill day surely will not | 
be denied us, and ought not to be, for legislative 
es. If we take up this bill at one o’clock 
on the day after to-morrow, there will then be time | 
for its consideration; gentlemen will be dispassion- 
ate, calm, cool, and prepared to consider it, and 
to go onwith it. It is but due from the other side | 
to themselves, and due to this side, and to the en- | 
tire Senate, I think, that they should grant an ex- 
tension for that time by an adjournment now, with 
that understanding. I hope we shall not be forced 
to another vote this evening. 

Mr. BROWN. I had hoped that we might 
have taken the vote, as I suggested once or twice, 
on the uncontested amendments to this bill; dis- 

ose of them, get them out of the way, to which 

think there ought to be no objection anywhere. 
Then leave the cimtsiad deaeadaied and the final | 
action upon the bill to some future day, to-morrow, 
or the next day, or the day after, or some day 
next week. I see no reason why we should not 
at least dispose of the uncontested amendments | 
this evening. The bill has been considered as in 
Committee of the Whole; has been reported to the | 


| 
| 
| 
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ments, to which, as I understand, there is no ob- | 
jection except in a single case. Let us dispose of 
that much of it, any way. 
Now, in reply to my friend from Arkansas, 1 
will say that a moment ago I went across to the 
Republican side and suggested the precise idea 
which he has just now laid before the Senate, that 
we adjourn this question until the day after to- 
morrow; but from that side I learned, what will 
| doubtless be said by Republican Senators, that on 





Mr. BROWN. I propose to except the one 
that is contested, and adopt the rest. 

Mr. GREEN. Let them all go over. [ object 
to any of these compromises. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
I believe, and would say, in all frankness to the 
other side, who resist any adjournment at all, that 
it is but the part of fairness, in an attempt at 
wise legislation,that they should not force the Sen- 
ate now, thin as it undoubtedly is, to vote on a 
contested point; and there is but one such thatis | 
before us. If forced to doit now, I shall vote 
against all the amendments, though [ trust I may 
not be. I think it is but the part of fairness that 
the Senate should be allowed to have an oppor- 
tunity to express its full voice upon the one con- 
tested amendment here—an amendment which 
does change the whole character of the bill, and 
which, before we are forced to submit to it, I shall 
feel compelled to mark out and distinctly to de- 
fine, in order that I may be justified before those 
to whom I have hereafter to account. I cannot 
even let it go to-night without doing that, though 
throughout the day I have sought to open my 
mouth as seldom as possible. 


that day several of them propose to leave the city | 
for Chicago to attend their convention. 
friends have taken time to go away to attend to 


our convention, and the same courtesy must be || 


allowed to them; so that if we do not act on the | 


bill to-morrow, it must necessarily go over until || 


after the adjournment of the Chicago convention. | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I shall certainly 
never seek to take an advantage of them. 
Mr. BROWN. 
I know the magnanimity of his disposition; but 
| that is the category in which we stand; that is 
the reason why, as J learned informally, the Re- 
publican Senators were anxious to have a vote 
this evening. To-morrow has been already as- 
signed to the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Doue- 
Las,] and he never speaks without stirring up a 
sort of general commotion. There will be replies 
to his speech; and to talk about taking a vote 
to-morrow on anything is simply ridiculous, I 
have no more idea of what he is going to say than 





| of staying here and torturing ourselves. 
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|| believe at ever 


Senate with some halfa dozen or more amend- || 


Our \| 
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| derstand, the Republican Senators propose to leave 


for Chicago. That necessarily will postpone the 
question until next week. 

Now, what I propose is this: at this hour of 
the evening it is perfectly evident that we are not 
going to geta vote on this bill, and there is no use 
Can we 
not now come to an understanding to take the vote 
on the amendments about which there is no con- 
test, and bring the question down simply to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Minne- 
sota, and to the passage of the bill, and postpone 
these two questions until some day in the coming 
week, when we may agree to take up the bill and 
dispose of it finally, after the Chicago convention 
shall be over? Does not that guit the Senator 
from Ohio? 

Mr. WADE. I must confess to a little surprise 


| through with a serious debate that in all probabil- |, at the manner and spirit in which this proposition 


has been met. If this were a new measure, of the 
first impression, involving the great interests of 
the country, by which gentlemen on the other side 
were altogether taken by surprise, they could not 
manifest a spirit of opposition more intense and 
hostile than they have on this occasion. Now, 
sir, what is the proposition? There is nothing 
before us embraced in the 6riginal bill, or con- 
tained in any amendment, but what I suppose is 
perfectly understood by every Senator upon this 
floor; or if Senators do not understand it, it is be- 
cause they have been most culpably inattentive 
to the bill itself. 

First, there was the bill of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and I may go back further than that. 
I have been in the Senate now nine years, and | 
session a homestead bill, as it is 

called, similar in its principles to this—differing, 
| perhaps, in some of its ome but not very 
essentially—has passed the House of Representa- 
tives after serious debate there, has been brought 
into this body for consideration, and has been 
stifled in hostile committees; or if it has been per- 
mitted to see the light of day in this body, has 
| been choked down by a proceeding such as ts now 
| attempted, so that heretofore we never have been 
able to get a vote upon it. How wasit atthe last 
| Congress? The bill came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and those of us who were its friends 
| endeavored, during half the session, to bring it 
| before this body, and barely to get a vote upon 
it 


| 
| 
| 
| 





Mr. GREEN. What bill was that? 

Mr. WADE. The homestead bill of the House 
of that year, very similar to the present one. 

Mr. GREEN. Will you explain what you 
mean by a homestead bill? 

Mr. WADE. Ido not wish to be interrupted 
by the Senator. 

Mr. GREEN. I demand an answer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, these bills have 
| been perfectly understood by everybody. I speak 

of the one that came from the House during the 

last Congress, and I say its friends moved to take 
| it up, and we were met by a proposition to vote 
| into the hands of the President $30,000,000 as an 
| initiatory —? towards the ne of the 

island of Cuba; and we struggled upon those 
propositions during one whole night. 

In considering these bills, as often as they have 
| been up here, I do not believe that in that whole 
period [ have spent three quarters of an hour in 
debate; and on the present bill I have not occu- 
pied fifteen minutes of the time of the Senate in 
debate. I have listened to others. I have en- 
deavored to persuade the friends of the bill to 
withhold any remarks on it, or to do so as much 





I know my friend would not; } as possible, believing that discussion on our part 


would conduce to no valuable result, but would 
simply consume time. We only wish an honest 
and henorable vote upon it. as oe 
How are we met? What is the provision in 
this bill that has made all this ian It is 
one taken almost literally out of the House bill 
and ingrafted upon this—one, in my judgment, 
| of the greatest importance, designed to relieve a 
large class of people. Every man acquainted 
with the suffering condition of the settlers in the 
remote wilderness in the West, who have gone 





anybody else; but he will undoubtedly make a 


speech that will elicit reply from some quarter, || 


and you will get no vote on this or any* other 
proposition to-morrow. Then on Friday, I un- 


| 
| 
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|| on your lands there to preémpt them, knows that 
recently, on account of the financial revulsion, 
| they have been entirely unable to meet your de- 
mands, and the Government stands, like an inex- 
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orable creditor, requiring that these men shall pay 
the uttermost farthing, or be driven from their 
homesteads. 

Mr. President, I have no disposition to be over 
strenuous about the prosecution of this matter. 
Gentlemen talk a good deal about this side of the 
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|| sentatives; overrule the action of the people’s 


Chamber. Well, sir, we on this side of the Cham- | 


ber, politically, are in a very lean minority here. 
Gentlemen see fit, however, to address us on the 
subject. They have the power, at an 
they see fit to exercise it, to relieve themselves 
from the consideration of this bill, or to vote it 
down if they see fit. ; 

Now, sir, the reason why Iam anxious for the 
House bill is, that it isa more liberal proposition; 
more beneficial to the men who go into the wil- 
derness in order to cultivate the earth and make 
it of value to themselves, and to our common 
country. I wish to relieve them from their dis- 
tress. The House bill—and I wish it to be un- 


moment | 


derstood that that is the reason why I am stren- | 


uous about it—grants to those who have gone | 


into the possession of the land already the same 


benefit that those who may go hereafter will re- | 


ceive; and when they shall have stayed upon 
the land honestly, ja 

it provides that they, shall be equally benefited 
with those who may go after the passage of the 
bill. Does not equality among men, toes not 
justice, demand that that should be done? Why 
ie so partial in the benefits that you propose 
to bestow? If aman went into the wilderness 
last year, encountering all its hardships, intend- 
ing to pay the Government for his Saindl if he 
will stay there and comply with the provisions 
of the bill, is he not entitled to favor upon the 
same ground, and with the same justice, as those 
who go now, after your bill passes? Why, sir, 
it will be of incalculable benefit to thousands and 
tens of thousands of honest, hard-laboring men 
there, who now are borrowing of your money- 
sharks, at a ruinous rate of interest, in the de- 
spairing endeavor to pay for their titles, which 
are threatened to be overthrown by the inexora- 
ble demands of this Government. Sir, 1 want to 
relieve them from this. 
rious news to those settlers that we do not intend 
to act the Shylock and to extort from them that 
which Providence has deprived them of the means 
of bestowing. It is in this spirit that the just 
men of the other House conceived this bill; 1t is 
in this spirit that they sent it to us; and we all 
understand it to-night just as well as we shall one 
month hence. The amendment which has been 
so much objected to is only calculated to remedy 
this evil; to have a retrospective as well as a 


makes very little difference to us here in the Sen- | 


@e, but it is of immense importance to those who 
are to have the benefit of it, how we shall determ- 
ine this question. 

Now, sir, what is the objection to taking the 
vote to-night? Sometimes it is said that the Sen- 
ate is remarkably thin. Every vote we have taken 
to-day shows that the Senate is more watchful 
than has been generally the case during this ses- 
sion. You have had over fifty votes recorded, if 
I recollect aright, upon almost every division. 
How is it, then, that it is pleaded here, for delay, 
that there is nota full Senate? Who is absent 
that has not chosen to be absent? What mem- 
ber of the Senate has left this place because the 
necessities of his own constitution, or his own 
health, or the health of his family, or any other 
reasonable excuse, has called him away? None. 
For all that appears, every Senator is here who 
takes the least interest in this matter. 

Mr. POLK. I wish to say to the Senator from 
Ohio that I am satisfied he is mistaken, when he 
says there is not one absent on account of health. 
1 think 1 know two euch. 

Mr. WADE. Well, sir, there may be one, or 
two, or three; I do not profess to be very definite 
about the number; but I say the Senate is full 
enough to transact the most important business 
that can come before the national councils. We 
are amply able here, with our present numbers, 
to determine the great questions of peace, or war, 
or anything else. 

What is the plea that is made? We are told, 
that if we shall modify this bill, so as exactly to 
suit the minority, they will not delay us a single 
moment. Is not that a remarkable boon? If we, 
a majority, would overrule the House of Repre- 


I want to carry the glo- | 


cultivated it for five years, | 





| 





|| ner that I did not like to do. 


} 
it 
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tion, they are postposed to a future time, and then 


| branch for nine or ten years, and conform our- | 


selves toa minority of the Senate, then you would 


make no factious opposition to us! Sir, it isa | 


remarkable condescension; remarkable, that Sen- 
ators promise us thatif we make the bill exactly 


to suit their notions, they will not resistitan hour. | 


I wish to say to Senators: you are not responsi- 
| ble for the passage of this or any other bill that 
you see fit to oppose. Those of us who vote for 
| the bill must take the responsibility of passing 
itupon our own shoulders, and it cannot harm a 


hair on the head of any other man. Whatis our | 


constant mission on this side,except to yield our 
better judgment to majorities marshaled against 
us, from day to day? 
us, the minority on this side, if we factiously 


withstood you, and told you that, by every rule |! 


and management by which delay could be sought, 
we would prevent your doing business; would 
obstruct you in the path that you had marked out 
for yourselves? The minority are not responsi- 
ble for what the majority do. 

Now, sir, if I could believe that there was any 
Senator on this floor that did seek information 
upon the subject of this bill; who did not under- 
stand it; who wished to enlighten his own judg- 
ment as to the vote he should give, I should be 
strongly inclined to yield in his behalf; but I can 
hardly believe that. Indeed, no Senator that I 
have eee has said that he wanted delay for any 


such reason. 


|| Next, Mr. President, as to the delay. Mostas- | 


suredly [ should not care much whether the final 
| vote was taken on this bill to-morrow or the next 
| day, were it not for the fact that there is just 
_ ahead of us a convention that will draw off sev- 
| eral of our members who wish to vote on the bill. 
| I sce the Senator from Virginia (Mr. Hunter] is 
‘coming forward with his appropriation bills, and 
| IT have been compelled to thrust this measure be- 
| tween him and the passage of those bills in a man- 
I should have been 
| glad, and I felt the propriety of allowing him to 
iave those bills taken up and acted upon; but I 
have been compelled to interpose, because I be- 
lieve the same spirit which has appeared here, if 
this measure got behind all those bills, would 


! 
never suffer it to come to any conclusion atall. I 


prospective operation upon these poor men. It | 


judge that, because the last one was staved off and 
was never voted upon, because we never could get 
a direct vote on it. 

Two postponements have recently been made 
of this bill for a definite time, and this is, I believe, 
the third one, when there seemed to be at least 
an implied understanding that no factious oppo- 
sition should be made to proceeding with it, and 
that we should go on in good faith to perfect it, 
and act on itas fast as we could. It was post- 

»oned in that spirit once, twice, and Ido not know 
but three times. Here we are now, in the night 
time, upon this same proposition, with a plea put 
in for further delay, and another definite day is 
proposed when we shall actonit. Why, sir, if 
you postpone it for a month, every argument that 
we have heard here te-day would then be made 
| over again, as though we had forgotten all about 
{ 
| 





it, and we should be driven again into the night. 
| I do not know when we shall be permitted to take 
the vote. 
| Tamsorry tosay that, without a previous _— 
tion in this body, we have done but very little 
| during this whole session. I blame nobody. I 
| know how itis. We are weeks, in my opinion, 
| months, behind the House of Representatives to- 
day in business. All the important measures 
pending, in my judgment, cannot be deliberatel 
acted on in this body before September next, if 
we were to go on as fast as we ordinarily proceed 
| with business. I hardly know of an important 
measure that has yet passed this body during the 
| whole session; and it does strike me that Senators 
| who ever intend to get away from this place ought 
| to begin to try to do something towards getting 
| through. e have talked about a great many 
| things, and partially acted on a great many meas- 
ures; but just as we come to the final consumma- 


they are taken up as new questions, debated over 
again, and the consequence is that we do nothing. 

Sir, Ido not know when we can get the vote 
on this bill, if we do not take it now. To-mor- 
row there is an implied pledge of the Senate, as I 
understand, that th 





e Senator from Illinois [Mr. 


What would you say of | 


May 9, 


| Doveras] shall have the floor to answer the ar. 
guments made against him by the Senator frofh 
Mississippi, [Mr. Davis.] We all thought jt 
was proper that he should have an opportunit 
||} to make that 2g I feared that perhaps jt 

would interrupt this bill; but on second thought 
seeing that we had proceeded with it so far, aie 
ing that we had adjourned upon it so long and so 
often, and postponed it from time to time, so that 
everybody understood it, I could not but belicye 
that during this day, and while the sun shone 
we should have time to get through with it to the 
satisfaction of every one, and consummate it. | 
thought we should, and therefore I did not object 
to allowing the Senator from Illinois to have to. 
mdérrow. 

Well, sir, we have had a good many long, in. 
teresting, enlightening speeches to-day; but we 
have made no progress with the bill, and we are 
apt to make but little at this rate. Majorities may 
vote me down, and adjourn if they see“fit; but, 
for one, I cannot yield this measure until itis con- 
cluded; not even if Senators on the other side te]| 
us that we never shall have the question. I know 
they have it in their power to prevent it; a major- 
ity may take any course they please; but, with 
my assent, we shall not adjourn before we pass 
the homestead bill. Ifa majority rule otherwise, 
of course I must submit. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senator from Ohio, 
who has just-concluded his speech, whether he 
|| expectsa final vote upon this proposition to-night? 

Mtr. WADE. I will say to the Senator that] 
do not see any reason why there shall not be. [ 
do not know that it will be done. 

Mr. BROWN. Unless he does, it is better to 
take some other bearing, and do it calmly and 
considerately. Without having any feeling of 
hostility to this bill, feeling kindly towards it, 
feeling disposed to let it pass in the form reported 
by the committee, | am very sure that we shall 
not get to a final vote to-night. We may sit here 
to a very late hour, even until the coming of the 
morning, and still we shall not dispose of this 
proposition. Then, I ask Senators whether it is 
| not better to accept my first suggestion, to adopt 
the amendments about which we have no contro- 
versy, leave the controverted point over to an- 
other day, and fix that day. Since to-morrow is 
to be taken by the assignment made to the 
Senator from Illinois, and that which will neces- 
sarily follow him, I agree with the Senator from 
Ohio, that we shall have no vote then. It will be 
impossible to get a vote to-morrow. On the day 
after, I understand that Republican Senators are 
desirous of leaving for their convention at Chi- 
cago. Then, why not fix a day for taking the 
question on the two Sones points—the amend- 
ment oy org by the Senator from Minnesota, 
, and the final passage of the bill—and postpone 
| them to some day certain in the next week, or the 
| week after? There is no use, let me tell Senators, 
| in our sitting here wearying ourselves, wasting 
the wee hours of the night, to make to-morrow 

useless to all of us and to the country; for if we 
waste away these hours until one or two o'clock, 
to-morrow will be lost to us all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi will allow me, I should like to ask hima 

uestion. It is, whether we have not made the 
istinct understanding that he now proposes, 
twice before? 

Mr. BROWN. Suppose we have, and circum- 
stances have inmertecsd ta prevent us from carry- 
ing out those agreements: surely the Senator sees 
that they are not circumstances created by a 
party, or in any factious spirit. It is not a delib- 
erate purpose to defeat a vote on the bill, because 
all of us see that it has a majority of friends here, 
and we must come to a voteon it. If I thought 
that by staying here until twelve, or until one, or 
two o’clock in the morning, you could dispose of 
this bill, I should say, ‘ very well, sit it out.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Mississippi what it means 
when Senaturs vacate their seats and leave us 
withouta quorum? Is not that faction? 

Mr. BROWN. A few may do that hastily, 
under excitement; but give them a day for calm 
reflection, and 1 am sure they will all come back 
and vote calmly and dispassionately. You can- 
not drive things in the Senate. I have seen that 
tried before.- I have been here longer, I think, 

than the Senator from Ohio, who has just resumed 
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pis seat; at least I have been longer in Congress; || 
this is my sixteenth or seventeenth year in Con- | 
oress, and I never saw one of these night sessions 
result in anything but a dead break-down on both 
es. 
= DOUGLAS. I desire to ask the Senator 
from Mississippi to allow me to make a sugges- 
tion, and itis this: rather than have the Senate 
go on with this exhausting process, and in order 
to enable us to restore harmony here, if it is 
acreeable to the Senate, [ will waive my right to 


| 


Senate resolution No. 35, providing for the ob- 
servation of the eclipse of the sun, which will 
| occur on the 18th day of July next; in which he 
| was directed to ask the concurrence of the House. | 


} 
CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The pending question before 
the House is a motion made by the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Jones,] that the Som of 
Saturday last be corrected, by striking out so 
' much thereof as states that the bill of the House 
the floor to-morrow and postpone it until Mon- || (No. 374) for the relief of the Missionary Society 
day, in order that the Senate may adjourn now, || of the Methodist Episcopal Church was reported 
and finish this business to-morrow. [‘* That is || from the Committee of the Whole House, and | 


fair.’’] | also by striking out the subsequent proceedings | 
Mr. GREEN. I object to that. * || of the House upon said bill; and on that question | 
Mr. BROWN. I certainly should not ask of || the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Jones] is enti- 


the Senator from Illinois that he should yield to- || tled to the floor. 
morrow. Still, if it be agreeable to him to give 
up the day, and we can adjourn this question un- || the House who have a recollection of my having | 
til to morrow, and go on with it and dispose of it | made an objection to the bill which has been in- | 
then, I should, perhaps, think that best under all |, dicated. If there be no objection, | would like 

the circumstances. 


to have action waived on my motion for the pres- 
Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Mis- || ent, until the members acquainted with the facts 
sissippi will allow me, I will say that if it is en- 


in this case-shall come in. I mustsay, however, 
tirely agreeable to my colleague, and he makes || that I would like to have the question disposed 
that suggestion, I am inclined to agree to it, and 


of before we go into the Committee of the W hole 
dispose of the matter in that way; but I certainly 


on the state of the Union. 
would not ask him to yield his right to the floor Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us dispose of the 
to-morrow. question now. 
Mr. BROWN. Nor I. Mr. JONES. Very well, then. If it be the | 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Butif he proposes it,and || pleasure of the House, I am willing that the ques- | 
it is entirely agreeable to him, for one I should || ti 


tion shall now be disposed of. 
be willing to do that, if we could get a voteon || Mr. HATTON. If it will suit the gentleman, 
this bill to-morrow. ; | I hope that the question will go over until to- 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the-Senator from Missis- || morrow morning. There are several members 

sippi will allow me, I simply want to indorse 
vat has been said by the Senator from Illinois, 
{(Mr. Trumsutt.] If the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Doveras] makes that proposition volunta- 
rily, if he is willing to yield the floor to-morrow, 
I say, as one Senator here, I am willing to meet 
that proposition. 

Mr. HALE. SoamI. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will state to the Senator 
from Maine that I made the proposition without 
the suggestion of any Senator, as a duty that I 
thought I owed to the Senate, under existing cir- 
cumstances. It was my desire to go on to-mor- 
row; but I preferred a postponement until Mon- 
day to the continuation of these scenes, and 
therefore I voluntarily proposed to postpone my 
remarks until Monday, and to let this subject be 
disposed of to-morrow. ~» 

Mr. GREEN. You shall have to-morrow. 

Mr. BROWN. I understand that, if we ad- 
journ now, this question will come up as unfin- 
ished business to-morrow. Then I move thatthe 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Before the question is put, | 
I wish to state that, if the adjournment takes |, 
place now, I shall not speak until Monday; and | subsequently withdrew it; but, sir, there is no 
therefore the Senate can take up this bill to-mor- mention of any objection on my part. My rec- 
row. ollection is distinct that I did object to that bill. 

| 
| 
| 


evening and to-morrow, and would be glad that 
the tariff bill be now taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. JONES. I haveseveral objections to yield- 
ing to that suggestion. 
pect to leave the city to-morrow afternoon, and it 
may be that I may not, to-morrow, have an op- 

ortunity to get my question again before the 

ouse. Beside all that, the Journal of this House 
should be corrected before it is printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his question. 

Mr. JONES. On Monday afternoon I made 
a motion toamend the Journal of Saturday, when 
House bill No. 374, giving $20,000 to the Methodist 








of land in the State of Oregon, was reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House. Lohdaend to 
it, but the Journal does not show that I made any 
objection. My motion is that the Journal be cor- 
rected, and that all legislation in consequence of 
the error be considered null and of no effect. In 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| tice 


The metion was agreed to; and the Senate || I am not aware what was done on the other side 
adjourned. of the House. 

own statement b 
| heard my objection. I understood the Chairman 
to recognize me when I rose to object; and also that 
my objection was recognized. 1 am confirmed in 
| that from the fact that Mr. PENDLETON, of Ohio, 
| came over and sat beside me, and had a consider- 
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The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Stockton. | 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 

FREE NEGROES. 
Mr. DUNN. I ask the unanimous consent of 


to withdraw my objection, which I declined to do. 
In the report of the proceedings no objection ap- 
the House for leave to introduce the following || pears to have been made by me; and the bill was 
resolution: | reported to the House as not being objected to, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be || and was passed. I therefore move to amend the 





os to —— an eae ee eee = —, Journal so as to show that I objected to the bill. 
© and expedient to obtain the rights and privileges 0 » 3 i > 
settlement and of citizenship in any part of this continent, | I do not now see Mr. eens in his seat, but 
or on the adjacent islands south of the United States, for || there may be other gentlemen who have a recolleg- 
the benefit of suclefree persons of African descent as may || tion about it. 
choos to. emigrate oe m the United States, = Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The Journal 
yhere such e nts may form themselves into independ- : , , jecti 
ent colonies, u _ suslt guetetien en may scenre ee will not show whether an objection was made or 
from foreign molestation. not, for there is no Journal kept incommittee. If 
Mr. CURRY. I object . the Committee of the Whole House did not, in 
Mr. DUNN. I shall avail myself of the ear- |, Point of fact, report this bill, with a recommend- 
liest opportunity of presenting this resolution |, ation that it pass, then the gentleman might 
when it will be in order, and ask a vote on it. move to correct the Journal, because the Journal 
. | would be wrong; but if the committee, in point 
MESSAGE raoM THE SENATE. of fact, did report the bill, there is no error in the 
A message was received from the Senate of the || Journal. The gentleman from Georgia does not 
United States, by Mr. Hicker, their Chief Clerk, || deny that the committee made the report; he only 
notifying the House that that body had passed |! says that he made objection, and that therefore the 
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Mr. JONES. There are several members of || 


who desire to leave the city, to be absent this | 


In the first place, | ex- | 


Missionary Society fora claim they held toa picce | 


the ee proceedings of the House it is no- | 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. || 
Hoarp] made objection to the bill, and that he | 


: | 
I am prepared to substantiate my 
the statements of members who | 


able conversation with me, trying to persuade ime | 





| committee should not have reported it. It is not 
a question of the record. he record is not 
wrong, and therefore cannot be corrected. If the 
gentleman from Georgia is right, as I dare say he 
| as, it does not follow that the committee did not 
correctly report the bill; for it may have been that 
| afterwards the question came up and was again 
| submitted to the committee, and no objection then 
/ made, and the bill reported to the House. There- 
| fore, in point of fact, there is no error to be cor- 
rected. All the bills were read by their titles, in 
the House, and passed. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I was going to re- 
/ mark that I had the honor to occupy the ehair 
on Saturday last when that bill came up on the 
Private Calendar, and my recollection is different 
from that of the gentleman from Georgia. 
My recollection is this—and I have no doubt 
the gentleman from Georgia is as sincere in his 


|| recollection as lam in mine—that the bill was ob- 


jected to by some gentleman on that side of the 
| House; that he subsequently withdrew that ob- 
jection;and that then there was no objection made, 
and the bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it pass. If 
there was any objection made by the gentleman 
from Georgia, it certainly egeaped the ear of my- 
self, who was then occupying the chair. 


|| _ Let me say, also, why lam more distinet about 


my recollection of this matter than I would other- 
wise have been. [ knew something about the 
bill. Certain papers connected with it had been 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands by 
| mistake. I examined these papers, and found 
| that they were referred to the wrong committee. 
| I therefore brought them to the House, and had 
them referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
| fairs, who reported the bill. I therefore had my 
| attention directed to it when it was called in its 
|| order on the Calendar. This is my recollection; 
and I feel it my duty to make the statement to the 
'| House. 
Mr. BUFFINTON. I move to lay the motion 
| to correct the Journal on the table. 

Mr. STANTON. I wish merely to say thatI 
took the chair when the committee rose last Sat- 
| urday, and when the bills were reported to the 
| House. I had the titles of the bills read sever- 
| ally and distinctly before they were put upon 
| their passages and no objection was made to this 
bill. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to say a word in reply 
| to the remarks of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HATTON. No debate is in order. 
| The SPEAKER. A motion is pending to lay 
|| on the table, and no debate is in order. 
Mr. JONES. I do notlike to be gagged down 
| ona point that I am certain about. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I withdraw the motiong 
if the gentlemon from Georgia is not through. I 
supposed he had made all the statement he desired 
to make. 

Mr. JONES. I ask the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Hoarp,] whether he did not hear my 
objection? 

fr. HOARD. I cannot say that I have an 
| recollection that the gentleman ebjected to this bill 
| 1 objected to anothe? bill myself. There may 
| have been some confusion about it. I have no 
recollection of it. 

Mr. HATTON. I renew the motion tolay on 
the table, and insist upon it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mc. Speaker 

Mr. HATTON. I insist on a vote on my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose that this is a mat- 
| ter which the Speaker and the House want to 
| understand. As there is a difference of opinion 
| between the gentleman from Georgia and the 
chairman who presided on that occasion, I take 
it for granted that the House would like to hear 
from other gentlemen, and particularly from the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. iene if he be 
in the House. 
| Mr. JONES. I should like to hear the state- 

ment of the gentleman from Ohio, before the vote 
be taken. 

Mr. HATTON. The rules of the House do 
not allow debate on a motion to lay on the table. 
| I insist on my motion. 

Mr. GARTRELL.., Before the motion be put, 

|| I would like to say one word. I appeal to the 

} gentleman from Massachusetts, in justice to my 
colleague, to withdraw his motion. 
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Mr. HATTON. Nobody denies that the gen- || 


tleman from Georgia made the objection. . 
Mr. GARTRELL. Laskthe gentleman from 
Massachusetts to withdraw his motion, and let the 


THE 


matter go over tll to-morrow morning, when, | 


probably, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Penpie- 
TON] will be in his seat. My colleague is very 


confident that the gentleman from Ohio recollects | 


his obj ction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To accommodate the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr.GARTRELL. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will not make a motion till he has the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 do it at your suggestion, 
that the matter may go over till to-morrow. 

Mr.GARTRELL. Very well. I did not un- 
derstand the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. HATTON. I insist on my motion to lay 
on tne table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Jones} had the floor. How does 


the gentleman from Tennessee get the floor to | 


make his motion? 
Mr. HATTON. The gentleman from Georgia 


did not have the floor. I had it, and made my | 


motion. 


z 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 


had not the floor. 
see had. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let me state how I 
understand the facts. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Burrinton]} moved to lay the bill 


The gentleman from ‘T'ennes- 


on the table, and subsequently withdrew that | 


motion. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Jones] then took the floor to make an explana- 
tion, and asked a question of the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Hoanp.] The gentleman from 
New York answered the question; and while the 
gentleman from Georgia had the floor, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee took it from him and sub- 
mitted his motion. I insist upon it that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia had the floor, and simply 
asked a question of the gentleman from New 
York, oan when it was answered, the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee took the floor. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. _I think I can settle the 
whole question. There is no doubt that both the 
gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from 
New York objected to this bill. ‘The gentleman 
from New York withdrew his objection, but the 
gentleman from Georgia did not th 
new his objection. 
the facts. Both gentlemen did object. The gentle- 
man from New York withdrew his objection, but 
the gentleman from Georgia did not renew it. 

Mr. HLOUSTON. Then the objection was still 

ending. 

Mr. HATTON. 
on the table. 

Mr. JONES. 
connection with the matter, and I ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. HATTON. No, sir; I do not want any 
further statement. We have heard enough about 
this matter. 

Mr. GARTRELL. In justice to my colleague, 
I hope the House will vote down the motion to 
lay on the table. 

lhe question being on Mr. Harron’s motion, 

Mr. GARTRELL called for the yeas and nays 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers on the yeas and 
nays; and Messrs. Harron and Burrinton were 
appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-one in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to allow me to move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 


I insist on my motion to lay 


of taking up the tariff bill, and let this matter go | 


over as the unfinished business. 
Mr. JONES. I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia is one of the highest privi- 
lege, and cannot be disposed of by any other 
motion. ™ 
Mr. HATTON. If anything could be accom- 
stished by this motion, I would not object to it; 
ut I regard it as mere trifling with the House, 
when there is no record to correct, to propose a cor- 


ven rise and re- | 
That isa plain statement of || , | 
| of this question of the correction of the Journal 


| postponed until yesterday. It is House bill No. 


motion, I will not object to that, as I desire that || 


| Tennessee withdraw his motion? 


\in five minutes by the clock. 








rection; and hence, I desire to get rid of the mo- | 
tion. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Before the Clerkcommences | 
to call the yeas and nays, I have a right to make | 
my motion. Itisa privilegedone. I move that | 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state, with 
due respect to the gentleman from Ohio, that a || 
motion to correct the Journal is one of the highest 
privilege. 

Mr. HATTON. If the chairman of the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means desires to make his || 





the House proceed to its legitimate business. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


Mr. HATTON. 
P u rpose . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must with- 
draw it absolutely. || 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That does not get rid of | 
the motion to correct the Journal. 

Mr. HATTON. I withdraw my motion at 
the instance of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will say that if this | 
question is not disposed of satisfactorily to my | 
colleague, or at least respectfully to him, it will | 
certainly prove a matter of some consequence to 
gentlemen upon the other side who are interested | 
in bills that can be objected to, when next we go || 
to the Private Calendar. If, therefore, they treat 
my colleague respectfully, they will do them- 
selves no injury upon the next objection day. 

Mr. GROW. ‘The gentleman on no ground 
for correcting the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the |) 
gentleman from Tennessee to waive his motion. | 
The motion of the gentleman from Ohio is there- 
fore in order. 

CODIFICATION OF THE REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Ohio, I desire to ask 
the House to postpone further a bill which was 


I will withdraw it for that- 














21, for the codification of the revenue laws. I ask 
that it be postponed until the third Tuesday in 
December next,and be made the special order for 





CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL——AGAIN. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. My colleague can dispose 





that day. 
There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
He has already | 


||} made his statement, and merely desires to have 


|| due to him that an Speen? should be afforded 


I desire to make a statement in | 


| 





| it corroborated 


| 
| 
| 


, decline to do so? 


| table. 


! 
by gentlemen now present. || 
Whether the Journal be corrected or not, it is | 


to gentlemen to corroborate his statement that he 
did make the objection, so that he may be justi- 
fied in what he has already said. | 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ihave no objection to that. |! 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. |! 
PenpDLeTon] is now in his seat, and the matter | 
can be disposed of in five minutes. 

Mr. HATTON. If this matter is to come up 
again, | will renew the motion to lay upon the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia has the floor, to make his statement. 

Mr. JONES. Lask the gentleman from Ohio to || 
state whether or not he heard me object to that | 
bill, and whether he did not come over and ask 
me to withdraw my objection; and if I did not 


Mr. PENDLETON. [It is undoubtedly true 
that when the bill was read at the Clerk’s desk 
the gentleman objected to it,and that I went to 
him and urged him to withdraw his objection, and 
that he declined to do it. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I was sitting be- 
hind the gentleman from Georgia when my col- | 
league came across entreating him to withdraw 
his objection, and I know the fact that he peremp- 
torily refused to withdraw it. 

Mr. GROW. It may be true that the objection | 
was made, but the committee reported the bill, 
and the record cannot be corrected by any state- | 
ment. : 

' Mr. BUFFINTON. I move to lay the motion 
to correct the Journal upon the table. 
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Mr.CRAWFORD. ILhope before that mo 
is put, the gentleman from 
will be heard. 

Mr. SCOTT. I merely wish to make a state. 
ment in corroboration of the statements made hy 
the gentleman from Ohio. I cannot state exag;| 
what bill the gentleman from Georgia objected to: 
but I recollect that he made an objection. | was 
sitting immediately in the rear of him, and I ro. 
member that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Pry. 
DLETON] came to him and entreated him to with. 
draw the objection, and that he persistently refused 
to do so. 

_Mr. BUFFINTON. I now insist on my mo. 


loa. 
Mr. CRAIG, of North Carolina, demanded the 


tlo 


alifornia [Mr. Sc or] 


| yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion of Mr. Burrinton was agreed to, 

So the motion to correct the Journal was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. HAMILTON, by unanimous consent, 
made a minority report from the select committee 
on the Pacific railroad; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF BILL. 
The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 


| House resolved itself into the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasu- 
BURN, of Maine, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 338) to pro- 
vide for the payment of outstanding Treasury 
notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the pending question 
to be on the amendment offered yesterday by Mr. 
Pertir to the amendment of Mr. VaLianpicuam. 

Mr. PETTIT demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Quar.es, 
and Kextoeée of Illinois, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 60, noes 74. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Vatuay- 
DIGHAM 's amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. For the purpose 6f enabling 
me to state some facts connected with this ques- 
tion, I move pro forma to strike out ‘* twenty per 


| cent,’’ and insert ‘* fifteen per cent.”’ 


Mr. Chairman, it becomes us to inquire when 
we are effecting a change in the tariff, to see 
whether the theories which have been advanced 
upon which the change is proposed are to be 
verified; to see whether the inducements held out 


| in favor of the proposed change are such as should 


require us to vote for that change. The present 
rate of duty upon flaxseed is fifteen per cent.; but 
under that rate no flaxseed is imported into the 
country. Linseed is admitted duty free; but the 
duty upon linseed oil under the present tariff is 
Under the tariff of 
e duty upon linseed oil was twenty per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to correct him? 

Mr. PHELPS. I will make the correction 
myself. There was another schedule in which 
flaxseed was inserted at ten per cent. ad valorem. 
Under the construction given at the Treasury 
Department, all seeds imported for the purpose 
of manufacturing linseed oil under the tariff of 
1846 was subjected to a duty of twenty per cent. 
ad valorem, the same as that imposed upon the 
manufactured article. 

Now, itis proposed by the committee that upon 
linseed oil you shall impose a duty of sixteen cents 
per gallon, that being equivalent to an, ad valorem 
duty of twenty-six per cent, and upon the impor- 


_ tations of last year a duty of twenty-eight per cent. 


Your committee propose that there shall be im- 
posed a duty of eight cents per bushel. Now, 
sir, the average dutiable value of linseed, accord- 
ing to the returns of 1856, tmported into the United 
States is $1 02 per bushel. In the year 1857 the 
average value was $1 10 per bushel. In other 
words, the ad valorem rate of duty upon linseed, 
according to the bill as reported by the committee, 
is between eight and nine per cent., while the duty 
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1860. 


upon linseed oil, at the dutiable rates of the arti- 
cle, imported into the United States during the last 
fiscal year, is twenty-eight per cent. ; 

{ hold inmy hand a tabular statement showing 
the amount of linseed oil imported into the United 
States, with the dutiable value of the article. If 
gentlemen desire to reduce a specific duty to ad 
ralorem, you ought not to take the market price 
in the city of New York, Philadelphia, or Boston, 
oratany pointin this country; but you must take 
the price in the country from whence the article 
was imported. You must ascertain that market 
yalue from your tables of imports and your works 
upon commerce and navigation. I now present 
the tabular statement to which I have referred: 


Act of 1846. Gallons. Value. Per gallon. 
1256, linseed Oil.......1,712,208 $1,063,771 62 cents. 
1857, © — ceeeeeed,465,865 958,200 65 “ 

Act of 1857. é a 
1858, linseed Oil....... 282,843 184,757 58 &€ 
1859, 6s osccee 01,210,697 695,172 57 
Average value for four years, 60.5 per gallon. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PHELPS. I trust I shall be allowed a | 
minute or two to conclude what I had to say. 
[Cries of ** Go on!’’]_ Inow call the attention of 
the committee to the amount of linseed imported | 
into the United States, the number of bushels and | 
the value and the price per bushel from 1856: 

Act of 1846. Bushels. Value. Per bushel. 
1856, flaxseed or linseed, 1,696,294 $1,741,260 1.02cents. 
1857, “6 2,730,359 3,003,824 1.10 « 

Act of 1857. 

1858, linseed... .cccccoee ~ 


“It “sé - 
1859, 





3,243,174 - 
2,415,243 - 

Since the enactment of the tariff of 1857, there 
has been no duty collected upon linseed; there 
has been no flaxseed imported, as such, with the 
exception of two or three hundred bushels, as 
shown by the tables of commerce and navigation; 
and since the enactment of that act, scarcely any 
duty has been received on linseed oil, for the 
reason that linseed has been imported duty free; 
and such will be the effect under the bill as now 
reported by the Committee of Ways and Means. 
No linseed oil will be imported; but you will have 
the same amount of flaxsced imported into the | 
country which you now have. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I 
oppose the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
sour>[Mr. Puevps] pro forma, but take occasion 
to thank him for his argument. It seems to me 
tobe conclusive. I hope the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Stanron] will now be satisfied that a twent 
per cent. duty ad valorem will not be too much 
to impose upon this article. 

On yesterday I presented to the committee a 
memorial upon this subject, and also a communi- 





cation addressed by me some time since to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, which will appear in 
the Globe this morning, and to which I beg to 
call the attention of gentlemen. I now desire to 
repeat one or two facts embodied in that com- 
munication. : 

During the last year of the operation of the 
tariff of 1846, the revenue derived from the article 
of linseed something exceeded $600,000. At the 
same rate of duty in 1857, the amount of revenue 
from the article would have been about $648,000. 
During the last year, the duties, at the rate of 
twenty per cent. upon the amount of flaxseed im- 
ported, would have equaled $483,000, and at fifteen 
per cent., some $362,000. 


I present this view of the matter for the consid- | 


eration of my friends, who like myself are op- 
posed to the protective principle, but who look to 
the bill simply as a revenue measure—a tax bill. 
Looking to it in this light, the argument in favor 
of the amendment is certainly conclusive. And 
as to the equity of the case, it seems to me that a 
oo statement of the facts is sufficient to estab- 
ish it. 

In respect to the particular form of my amend- 
ment, I call attention to the fact that other articles 
in the bill are set down with an ad valorem duty 
affixed to them. There is no incongruity, there- 
fore, in making the duty upon this article ad va- 
lorem also. 

Again: there is no reason why so great a dif- 
ference sheuld be made as is made in this bill, 
between the duty upon linseed and upon linseed oil. 
To equalize them would require a duty of nearly 
thirty per cent. upon the seed. Moreover, the 
manufacturers of the West have as much interest 
in the increased duty upon the seed as the pro- 
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ducers have, and for reasons which I have not 
time now to set forth, but which gentlemen who || 
are familiar with the business well understand. I | 
will add one other fact: the manufacturers of the | 
West are obliged now to advance money, without 
interest upon it, in order to induce the farmers to 
cultivate aay and thus produce the seed where- 
with to operate their mills. This fact is most 
significant and needs no comment. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. VALLANDIGHAM’s 
amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Rosison | 
of Illinois, and Puexps were appointed. | 

The amendment was agreed to; the tellers hav- | 
ing reported—ayes 71, noes 51. 
Mr. PHELPS. I move to strike out these | 

| 


| 


| 


| 
' 


| 





words: 


past ten or fifteen years, no nfatter in what form 
imported, was twenty per cent. ad valorem. That 


| was the rate under the tariff act of 1846; and that 
| rate was reduced, under the tariff of 1857, to fif- 


teen per cent. ad valorem. Under the latter rate, 
the amount of salt imported into the United States 
was diminished, instead of being increased. The 
duty now proposed would amount to almost a pro- 
hibition, unless salt were brought here as an article 
of ballast. That is the way in which a great deal 
of salt is now brought to this country. 

I insist that we should impose no duty upon 
salt, butthatit should be sbisel on the free list, and 
allowed to come here free of duty. The amount 


| of duty we derive from salt is inconsiderable. If 
| the duty be increased and the importation dimin- 


ished in amount, the revenue from that source 


| will be still more inconsiderable. We cannot ex- 


pect that there will be much revenue derived from 
the duty on this article as is proposed by the bill. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a word or two 


| in reply to the gentleman from Missouri, in rela- 


** On salt, four cents per bushel of fifty-six pounds.”’ : : 7 
& | tion to the costof salt. According to the impor- 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to place that article of || tations, as he has represented it, it is but ten or 
salt tn the free hist; but at present cannot sub- | tetye ents a bushels The freight of sal fro 

or 3 : S : e | carey 1 “ww ia As » any cn 
pt relates to duty on salt. [see no reason || a —_ ve a arr idk ek + : oh, "a ais 
h Lali tax the neenle of the United Btates || OW, In consequence ot its being broug ut almost 
way yous 5 he Posy : always in bulk, and for the purpose of ballast. 
for the purpose of giving a bounty to the few salt || Of course the freight adds little to the cost; yet, 
boilers that there may be in our midst. The | sir, no man ever saw salt sell for fifteen or six- 
pro vosition of the bill is to tax the poor men a8 |! teen cents, which would allow a fair profit over 
— Lo xy tnenge tnd Spe slghatsnoe ete oot. and above the cost, if he has stated it right, with 
The rate of duty proposed to be imposed would || nae resco oe - oar — * ae a 
class salt amongst the luxuries of the country, in- | rsd eae ee ee aes at a ss ny 
See , || arises from the fact that itis undervalued. It is 
atead of, oe a ae the necessaries. ! do || put in bulk, and the value of it is falsely repre- 
not believe that it is a proposition which can meet || sented at the custom-house. 

with the approval of the House or of the country. || Now, sir, in relation to the specific rate fixed 
I desire to invite attention of the ena || by the bill. Itis a lower rate than has ever be- 
oy ie sei cacntalmalge ti my alacant dba '| fore been proposed as a specific duty. it is a very 
oe, | moderate one, in proportion to the actual value of 
commerce and navigation: | the article. One word in relation to salt in bags. 
Imports of Salt. | There is not a bushel of salt imported into this 


Bushels. Value. Value per | country in bags that is not worth double that 
a er ts. || Which is imported in bulk... An additional dut 
Th ccccscese te. CLUO iSheeee. | SS © REPO Be ee ee 
DEF nsneseccenes 17,165,704 2,032,583 112 « || of twocents more on salt in bags than is imposed 
1858. ...6. ee eees 10,091,635 1,124,920 11.1 “ || wpon salt in bulk is not equal to the difference of 
1859..... mr 12,476,139 1,295,534 10.3 .« 


| value, or equal even to the cost of the bag in which 
| it is imported. 

Mr. Chairman, I ardently desire that salt, one 
| of the prime necessities of life, shall be produced 
in this country. There is no reason why it should 
not be produced here. The single State of Flor- 


Average value per bushel, 11.2 cents. 

The duty imposed upon salt at this time is but 
fifteen per cent. ad valorem, and the snes rate 
of duty in this bill is four cents per bushel. You | 
propose, upon the dutiable value of salt, as indi- 
cated by the reports to which I have referred, to || jda, with all of its advantages of shore and cli- 
impose a duty of fifty-four per cent. ad valorem. || mate, is amply able to furnish it as low in price 
If it be upon the value of the importations for last || as jt can be furnished from any island or country 
a average rate of duty is not quite so large. 


ae rs ; in the world. Years ago, when the subject was 
his being an article of prime necessity, consumed |) before Congress, Virginia was the most importu- 


by everybody, ought to be placed in the same list || nate petitioner for specific duties. The duty then 
with the articles of tea and coffee, upon which no || asked for was greater than that proposed by this 
gentleman proposes to impose duty, except when |) bill. In proportior to the value of salt, the rates 
there may be some extraordinary exigency de- || of the bill are exceedingly low. 

manding that they shall be subjected to duty. Mr. PHELPS. I desire to inquire whether 


[Here the hammer fell.] | any persons petitioned for an increase of the rate 
Mr. PHELPS. Unless I am allowed to move | of duty upon salt. I am aware that they have 


to strike out the words I have indicated, together | some salt wells in the western part of Virginia, 
with other words, I must demand tellers on the |! where a large amount of salt is manufactured. 
pending amendment. There are different rates of || But so far as I can learn, those engaged in the 
duty proposed to be imposed upon the article of || manufacture of salt in the United States at this 


salt. My amendment is to strike out all that re- || time, are perfectly content with the present rate 
lates to duty on salt. of duty. 


; y . : 
The amendment was rejected. Mr.SEDGWICK. That is avery great mis- 
Mr. PHELPS. I now move to amend by |) take. 
striking out the following: The question was taken on Mr. Pue.ps’s 
‘On salt, four cents per bushel of fifty-six pounds: Pro- amendment; and it was not agreed to. 


vided, That salt imported in bags, or not in bulk, shall pay Mr.SCOTT. I desire to offer the following 
a duty of six cents per bushel of fifty-six pounds.” amendment: 


Mr. Chairman, I now embrace the whole ques- In line twenty-one, tenth section, insert: “ on rice, one 
tion, for I wish to have the article of salt placed || hundred cents per hundred pounds ; and paddy, fifty cents 
upon the free list. The average rate of duty pro- || per hundred pounds.” 

osed by this bill on salt, if it be imported in bulk, There are, Mr. Chairman, in the State of Cali- 
is from thirty-five to thirty-eight per cent. If salt || fornia, some forty thousand Chinamen. The rice 
be imported in bags, the rate of duty proposed by || which they consume is chiefly imported from 
this bill, if reduced to an ad valorem duty on the || Siam, China, and India; and of this rice they con- 
average price per bushel for the last four years, is || sume several million pounds annually. ‘This rice 
over fifty-four per cent., and on the average value || is purchased by the product of their labor in the 
of salt for the fe 








upwards. If, therefore, we retain these provis- 
ions in the bill, the duty on salt imported in bulk, 
if reduced to an ad valorem scale, will amount to 


from thirty-five to thirty-eight per cent., and on | 


salt imported in bags to from fifty-four to fifty- 
eight per cent. The highest,rate of duty that I 





have known to be imposed upon salt within the 


ast year, fifty-eight per cent. and || extraction of gold from the mines of California. 


| They are scattered through the whole mineral re- 
gion of that State, and they come in competition 
with the white laborers within its limits. They 


| are entirely separate ang distinct from the rest of 


‘| the foreign population. Their habits and cus- 


| toms prevent them from becoming citizens of the 
‘country. Now, I believe that if the amendment 


q 


4 


«<£ 








e 


i 
=, >} 
$ 
m 
§ 
: 


: 
cee 
sna pe ee enue 


; 
' : 

- 

f 
eG ps 
ney! 
sae) ut 
fh 
FI 
ni 
ie 








a 
P 
. 
erat a ne 


mn 7 
4 


2014 





“ ames 


I offered is adopted, it will bring a revenue of 


from $400,000 to $500,000 into the Federal Treas- 
ury. It will not affect,in any manner whatever, 
the thirty-one States on this side, because rice is 
a product the same as wheat, corn, or any other 
article which your agriculturists produce. These 
Chinamen send to foreign countries and import 
the article of rice with the gold which they get 
out of the mines of California; and | think if they 


made to pay for the same. I therefore hope that 
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Territories of New Mexico and Utah. In those 
Territories, at this time, a large amount of this 


kind of wool could be saved, provided the sheep- || teman from Ohio appeals from the decision of 
owners thought fitto take the trouble of shearing || the Chair;and the question is, ‘Shall the de 


the sheep and. sending the wool to market. In 
the Territory of New Mexico, last year, more 


than 800,000 pounds of wool was shorn for the pur- || 
desire to deal in foreign luxuries they ought to be || pose of being sent into the States. 


> a ae | . 
the tax will be raised from fifty cents,as proposed || purchaser being at the expense of washing and 
in the bill, to one hundred cents, as proposed in | shearing it. A similar description of sheep has 


my amendment. 


Mr. HOARD. I beg to ask the gentleman from || 


California if other miners do not use rice, as well 
as Chinamen/? 

Mr. SCOTT. They do. 

Mr. HOARD. Then, sir, itis an article of com- 
mon consumption. 

Mr. SCOTT. Itis chiefly the article of con- 
sumption with the Chinese, They eat scarce] 
anything else but rice. [tis their national food, 


and | am satisfied that the miners of California | 


will be willing to pay an additional tax, provided 
they can get rid of the forty thousand Chinamen, 


been brought from portions of Texas. Yet, in 
the State of Texas, and in the Territories of New 


Mexico ard Utah, they are now seeking to im- 


port a breed of sheep so as to improve the qual- 
ity of wool. But if we make the proposed change 


| in the tariff bill, the greater amount of the wool 


imported into the United States will be still ad- 
mitted duty free, if the collection is to be on the 
value of the wool at the port whence it is exported 
to this country. 

Some gentleman talk about protecting agricul- 
ture; but if they could understand the provisions 
of this bill they would see that it is for the pro- 


for the feeling towards them is not of a friendly || tection of the manufacturing interests to the in- 


character. 


Mr. HOARD. Itsecems, therefore, that we are | 


to drive out Chinese miners. This is the amount 
of the gentleman’s amendment. Now, the gold 
which the Chinamen produce is, I suppose, acom- 
mon benefit. If they are a class of men who live 
chiefly on rice, at the rate of duty now paid, it 
seems to me that it would be very bad policy that 
they should be driven out, because then the duty 
would cease altogether. We now raise $400,000 
duty upon rice imported by these men. If an 
additional duty be placed on rice, it will net be 
imported at all. It seems to me, therefore, the 
proposition is simply tocut off half a million from 
the revenue; and therefore I object to it, 

The question was taken on Mr. Scorr’s amend- 
ment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. PHELPS. I propose to amend, although 
{ have no expectation of making any material 
change or alteration in the bill now aceacmiaa. 
eralion. | propose, in the twelfth section, to strike 
outafterthe word **unmanufactured,’’ in the sixth 
line, the words: 


* The value whereof, at the last port or place from whence 
exported to the United States, shall exceed sixteen cents 


per pound, there shall be levied, collected, and paid,a duty || 


of eight cents per pound.”’ 


The article I have indicated relates to wool. At | 
the present time there is but a small amount of | 


wool imported into the United States that pays any 
duty. The duty on wool is twenty-four per cent. 
ad valorem, and the amountof revenue derived from 
this source has been a mere bagatelle for the last 


few years. The tariff of 1857 provides that wool | 
costing less than twenty cents a*pound at the port | 
from whence exported shall be admitted into the | 


United States duty free. The result is, that no 


wool of any consequence is imported into the | 


United States except that which is duty free. The 


{| 
i 
1} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1} 


jury and detriment of the agricultural interests. 
Even on some articles that are grown in the State 
of Ohio there séems to be a reluctance to increase 


| the rate of duty; articles the culture of which 


gentlemen represent was increasing, and probably 
would increase, provided we imposed a reasonable 
rate of duty that would protect them, and yield 
some revenue to the country. We desire to raise 
the revenue at this time; and I would be willing 
for amodification of the tariff in some particulars, 
_ because I do not esteem the tariff of 1857 as per- 
fect; but if 1 attempted to make a modification of 
the existing law, it would be with a view of ob- 
taining more revenue than is obtained under the 
present tariff, 
| Here the hammer fell.] 
The question was taken on Mr. Puexps’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 
The Clerk commenced to read the thirteenth 
section. 
Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, has the 
twelfth secuon been passed ? 
The CHAIRMAN. It has been passed. 
Mr. STANTON. It is not too late to amend it. 
The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent we 
can go back. 
Mr. STANTON. Thatis rather sharp practice. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk had commenced 
reading the thirteenth section; he had read two or 
| three lines of it when the gentleman from Ohio 


| addressed the Chair. It is in order to go back by 


general consent of the committee. 

| Objection was made. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. No other amendment was in 
order, and the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio was in time. It is true the Clerk had com- 

| menced reading the other section, but now that 
secuion is not open for amendment. You cannot 
amend the thirteenth section, and it is therefore 


value of the importations of wool into the United || not out of order to move to amend the twelfth 


States for the last four years is as follows : 


POP Aine PONE BRIG ain osc 60k 000060605 ee sccecsunss $1,065,064 | 
“ PE aanhwineo i cence teanevibesnces 2,125,744 
= 1858 


* FOND inne ceca secevectesasdesdeuses 4,363,121 | 
‘The amount of duty collected during the years 
1856 and 1857 was as follows: 
PE sn Whne dye wkd pxek 00 nnnssa vagvennsannees $4,995 19 | 

BBBT ovccccncsscccccesccciancesvccssscecess 6,377 23 | 


And atthe pone time, as I remarked, the amount | 
of duty collected is merely nominal. It is now | 
proposed here to change the existing law in this | 


particular; that, instead of a duty of twenty-four || 


per cent, ad valorem on all wool costing more than | 
twenty cents a pound at the port whence exported, | 
a specific duty of eight cents a pound should be 
imposed on all wool costing more than sixteen cents 
a pound at the port whence exported; and that all 
wool costing less than that will be admitted duty 
free. You will find the same result to follow this 
measure as we have experienced under the pres- 
entlaw. There will be no wool, or next to none, 
imported into the United States, except that which 
will come in under the ffee list. Gentlemen on 


the other side may say that we are not raising 
in the United States coarse wool like that brought || 


from Turkey, Africa, and South America. e! 


/ any gentleman could be 


section. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 


| it to be the universal usage, that when the com- 
Mc acd One aanak bakit h Siberia 3,842,320 || mittee has passed from one section of the bill to 
| another, and the Clerk has commenced reading it, 
| it is not in order to go back, except by the gencral 


consent of the committee; and so the Chair rules 


| on this case. 


Mr. HOUSTON. In this particular case the 
Chair is adhering very closely to the strict con- 
struction of.the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has no desire 
to rule differently from what he understands to 
be the practice of the House. The Chair now in- 
quires whether there is objection to going back? 


| Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. T object. 


Mr. STANTON. I insist that at any time be- 
fore the thirteenth section was submitted for 


/ amendment, it was in order to move an amend- 
_ ment to the twelfth section. The Clerk read on, 
| without stopping, from the twelfth to the thir- 


teenth section, and by sharp practice of that kind 
an amendmept. If the Chair insists on his de- 
cision, | must appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk had read down 
to the third line of the thirteenth section before 


revented from offering | 


| are producing that description of wool, It has 
been produced in the State of Texas, and in the | 


| 


| 
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the gentleman from Ohio rose; and the Ch 


air is 
_ of the House, to decide that it is not in order to 


4 70 
| back, except by unanimous consent. The g S 


en- 
ee 7 cision 
| of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com 
| : 399 ° 
| mittee 

Tellers were ordered on the appeal; and Messrs 


The coarse || Stanton and Puers were appointed. 
|| wool was worth about six cents per fleece, the 


The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
| —ayes 67, noes 70. 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 
Mr. STANTON. I offer the following amend- 

mént to the twelfth section of the bill. Strike out 
| the proviso from line nine to line eighteen, as fo}. 
| lows: 

“Provided, That any wool of the sheep, or hair of tie aj- 
paca, the goat, and other like animals, which shall be jm. 
ported in any other than the ordinary condition, as now 
and heretofore practiced, or which shall be changed in jts 
character or condition for the purpose of evading the duty, 
or which shall be reduced in value, by the admixture of dirt 
or any foreign substance, to sixteen cents per pound, or 
less, shall be subject to pay a duty of eight cents per pound, 
anything in this act to the contrary notwithstanding.” 


And insert, in lieu thereof, the following: 


That all imported wool which shall contain a larger ad- 
mixture of dirt, burs, yolk, grease, or other substances other 
than pure wool as cleansed and ready tor carding, than good 
| merchantable wool of a similar quality and fineness, the 
| growth and produce of the United States, shall be re- 
| duced in weight to the extent of such excess, and duty shall 
be levied on such imported wool according to its value per 
| pound when so reduced in weight. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not proposed to change the 
_rates of duties or the price at which wool shall 
come in free of duty. I am content to let that 
| subject stand upon the law of 1857. All I ask of 
| the manufacturers of wool is, that they shall give 
| us a provision in this bill that shall work out the 
| true intent and meaning of the law of 1857, and 
nothing more nor Jess. By the law of 1857, all 
wool valued at less than twenty per cent. comes 
in free of duty. I find, by the table of imports, 
that there were imported last year $11,438,093 of 
free wool, and $81,000 of wool paying duty. Now, 
| there is no man who knows anything of the qual- 
| ity of the wool imported, who does nét know that 
if that wool, that has been so imported free, had 
been reduced to the condition of merchantable 
wool, raised in this country, more than half of it 
| would have paid duty. 
| Mr. MORRILL. I desire to correct the gen- 
tleman’s statement as to the amount of wool im- 
| ported. I think he is not correct. [I think the 
amount imported was something over $4,000,000. 

Mr. STANTON. I may be in error; and if so, 
I will correct the error before I take my seat. The 
proposition that I make is, that in consequence 
of the manner in which that wool is imported, 
whether intentionally or unintentionally, you 
bring in free of duty an article of precisely the 
same quality, the,same fineness, adapted to the 
same uses, as the great bulk of the wool produced 
in the United States. 

It was said, at the time of the passage of the 
tariff of 1857, that we did not import, to any ex- 
tent, the coarser wools; they wanted the coarse 
wools to mix with the finer wools, and they 
| wanted the coarse wools for the manufacture of 
carpets, and other coarser articles of that descrip- 
tion. We replied, ‘‘ very well, you may have that 
description of wool.’’ But now it is claimed by 
these same gentlemen that the duty shall be re- 
duced on all the grades of wool ranging from 
twenty-cight to fifty cents per pound. They tell 
Us that the foreign article has some peculiar qual- 
ities which are a little differentfrom our own wool; 
and they tell us that, although the law of 1857 
has not Foss executed and carried out in such a 
manner as it was contemplated, and although fine 
wool has been imported under it, yet it has done 
,usnoharm. They say that, notwithstanding we 
| have had, in fact, free wool in all qualities, yet, 

on the whole, wool has borne a very good price, 
, and therefore let us have free wool. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want this bill to be what 
it professes to be. I do not want to be hum- 














bugged. Either give us aduty upon fine wool that 
shall protect us against importation, or else abol- 
ish the duty altogether, and let it be in name, as 
it is in reality, free wool. That is all I ask, and 
I trust there can be no well-founded reason why 
we should not have it. 

It will be perceived, if any gentleman will take 


j 





bound, in accordance with the universal practice » 
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the pains to analyze the neem that it sim- | for which this is offered as a substitute, you will || worked with him on this subject heretofore. I 
® . ply provides that when the duty is levied upon || find that it contains provisions as difficult to be | wish to say that the substitute proposed by the 
foreign wool, it shall be reduced to the condition | committee for the bill before the House, changes 
of the merchantable wool produced in this coun- the original bill in this particular: it provides that 
try, if it is imported with a larget admixture of wool under eighteen cents a pound shall be free; 
dirt than is admitted in the merchantable wools | that wool from eighteen to twenty-four cents per 
»roduced in the United States. That is all I ask. | duty to be assessed, and in order to guard against pound shall pay a duty of three cents a pound; 
‘And now I ask gentlemen, if anything else was || frauds. I seek to make that certain which was | and that abel above twenty-four cents a pound 
contemplated in the passage of the tariff of 1857? || uncertain; to make that definite which was indefi- | shall pay a duty of nine cents. I represent, in 

Here the hammer fell.} | nite. I propose that what this bill purports to | part, a wool-growing State;and I sa that I much 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The amendment || carry out shall be carried out, by fixing some _ prefer the proposition I have stated. The wool 
of the gentleman from Ohio materially varies the || standard by which the custom-house officers may | that comes here from abroad comes in such a state 


executed as the proposition which {[ make. ‘The 
original section of the bill authorizes the custom- 
house officers to inquire into the condition of this 
commodity, for the purpose of fixing the rate of 


mode of assessing the duties upon wool, although | 


he declares that such is not the intention with 
which it is offered. Wherever there isa duty im- 
posed, it is of course imposed upon the value of the 


wool in the foreign market from which it was | 
Jast imported into the United States, and in the | 
condition in which it is purchased in that market. |! 


be guided. Otherwise the protection which this 
bill purports to give will be utterly delusive. It 
has been utterly disregarded. Importations have 


| been made in defiance of it constantly. It is said 
that the ordinary wool imported into this country | 


contains at least eighty per cent. of foreign mat- 


ter. Wool worth over twenty cents, paying duty, | 


of filth that sometimes two thirds, and often four 
fifths, of it is lost in the process of cleansing it. 
If the manufacturers pay three cents per pound on 
wool, with all the dirt and filth, in order to get it 
in between eighteen and twenty-four cents, as I 
have no doubt they will, it will be an advantage to 


the revenue, and a protection to the wool grower. 
I am therefore much in favor of it. 
Another word in relation to the usual condition 


The duty imposed is not on the cleansed wool, || and wool worth less than that price, paying no | 
partially or wholly; it is not imposed on the wool | 


) yn duty, the consequence is that this wool actually 
fit immediately to be manufactured ; itis on the | pays no duty at all. It is mixed with dirt, so that || of the wool imported into this country. 1am at 
article in the condition in which it és sold in the | 


if it pays any it is merely a nominal duty. If || a loss to characterize the proposition of the gen- 
foreign market. ; you intend to give us a duty on wool, then let us || tleman from Ohio as an absurd one, for | know 

Whiat the gentleman proposes is to change the || coos it honestly; but if you do not, then take it || the general clearness and force of his mind, and 
whole character of the article,in view of its com- || off, and let there be no sham about the matter. that he generally sees what is an absurdity as 
mercial value, and to fix uponitaspeculative value Mr. DAWES. I wish to offer a few remarks in || quick.as any man in this House. How are you 
of an article which has not been imported, and || opposition to the gentleman’s amendment, and 1 || going to ascertain the ordinary condition of wool? 
which is unknown in the foreign market. The || may as well do it now as at any othertime. The he wool of Ohio, when it is taken to the manufac- 
effect of the amendment changes the question to |! purpose of the amendmentis either to protect the |! turers, does not shrink, by five or ten per cent., 80 
be decided by the revenue officers. The proposal || Government against fraud on the revenue, or to |} much asthe woolfrom Vermont. Thereis scarcely 


is not to ascertain by evidence whether the in- || protect the wool grower against competition from || a State in the Union where the condition of the wool 
voiced value of the wool, in the condition in which || foreign importations. If it be to protect the Gov- 


it is imported into this country, is the true value 
of the article in the country from which it is im- 
ported; it is not to take testimony to show whether 


there have been fraudulent invoices, but it is to | 


change the condition of the article; to make it 
something different from that which has been pur- 
chased, something upon which a price has never 
been paid; and upon that changed artiéle, to as- 
sess a duty according to a price guessed at in 
America. In other words, the gentleman pro- 
poses to assess the duty upon the American val- 
uation instead of the foreign valuation. To that I 
object, unless the same principle is carried through 
the bill. 

And there is one other objection to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio. How are you 
to change the condition of the wool which is not 
brought here by the importer in a state fit to be 


sent to the manufacturer? Are you to have a | 


cleansing establishment in every custom-house; 
and is the cleaning of the wool to be made at the 
public expense, or at the expense of the importer? 

And again, how does the gentleman propose 
to determine what is the character of merchant- 
able wool in the United States, varying as the 
quality and character of the article does from 
Maine to New Mexico, and being sent, as it is, 


in different conditions from different portions of | 


the country into market for different purposes? 
How can you fix upon anything like a reasonable 


average as to cleanliness and compare it with for- | 
eign wool? Sir, it is palpable that the thing is | 
impracticable, and cannot be executed, as well as | 
that itis a violation of the whole theory of the bill | 


in respect to assessing the duty upon the foreign 
instead of the home valuation. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Maryland is mistaken when he says 
that my proposition changes the mode or placeof 
valuation. It does no such thing. It simpl 
changes the character of the article to be valued. 
If the article which is valued at a foreign port at 
twenty cents per pound contains er cent. 
of dirt, and, upon comparison, it is found that the 
average standard of American merchantable wool 
contains fifty per cent. of dirt, then, when you 
reduce the imported article to that standard, you 
increase the value of that imported article thirty 








ernment against fraud upon the revenue, there is 
ample provision in the bill already for that pur- 
pose; for the bill provides that all wool intro- 
duced in any other than the ordinary condition— 


| that is, in any other condition than that in which 


the wool grows—if it have any foreign admix- 
ture for the purpose of reducing its value, and 
therefore defrauding the revenué—that that wool 
shall pay the fullduty Ifthe gentleman designed 
it for that purpose, he should have provided in his 
amendment for cases only where these foreign 
substances are introduced for the purpose of de- 
frauding the revenue. He carries hie amendment 
so far as.to say, that if grease be found in im- 


part of the wool, in a larger quantity than it is 
found in the wool of the United States of like 


fineness, the full duty shall be imposed on it. | 


The grease is contained in the fiber—in the hollow 
tube of the fiber. The amount ofgrease depends 
upon very many circumstances over which no- 


body has any control—the health of the sheep, | 


the feed of the sheep, the climate where they are 
raised, and soon. I have,at my seat, wool pur- 
chased in France at less than twenty cents per 
ound, without a particle of foreign admixture, 
ut which, when it comes to be cleansed, will 
shrink seventy-six and one fourth per cent. 

If the object, on the other hand, be to protect 
the wool grower, it has been demonstrated very 
clearly, I think, that the wool grower receives 
advantage from the introduction of this kind of 
wool. It enlarges the range of manufacture. It 
calls for a greater demand for American wool in 


connection with the manufacture of this wool. | 


There is, therefore, no occasion for this duty. It 


injures the wool grower. The gentleman, I think, | 


does not understand the manner in which wool is 
manufactured, and the necessity there is to have 


the foreign wool to mix.with the American wool. | 


He is mistaken when he thinks that so much fine 


| wool introduced into the country supplants so 


much American wool. It aids the manufacture 
of American wool, and all the statistics since the 
tariff of 1857 show that to be so. If, therefore, 
the gentleman desires to increase the product of 
American wool he must make a larger market 
here, at home, and a larger range of manufacture. 


| If he stimulates the introduction of such foreign 





_ 


| merchantable or not. 


rown does not differ from that of its neighborin 
state. We have hydrometers to test the meenaee 
of spirits; we have thermometers to inform us of 
the condition of the weather; but, sir, what kind 
of instrument can we have to show the natural 


| and usual condition of the wool of this country? 


It is absurd, and wholly impracticable. 

Mr. STANTON. Bis is the proviso for 
which my amendment is a substitute: 

“ Provided, That any wool of the sheep, or hair of the 


| alpaca, the goat, and other like animals, which shall be 
| imported in any other than the ordinary condition, as now 


and heretofore practiced, or which shall be changed in its 
character or condition for the purpose of evading the duty, 
or which shall be reduced in value, by the admixture of 


|| dirtor any foreign substance, to sixteen cents per pound, 
ported wool, where it always occurs, and formsa | 


or less, shall be subject to pay a duty of eight cents per 


| pound; anything in this act to the contrary notwithstand- 


ing.”’ 


I believe, sir, that that is the handiwork of 
my friend from Vermont; and yet he says that 
it is an exceedingly absurd thing for me to in- 
quire as to what is merchantable wool in the 
United States. He puts into his bill a provision 
that foreign wool shall be imported in its ordinary 
condition, as now and heretofore. It was because 


| that provision was indefinite, uncertain, and im- 


practicable, that I moved my substitute. | pro- 
pose a thing which I suppose is a thing which 
may readily be ascertained. I suppose that deal- 
ers in wool know what a merchantable commod- 


| ity is just as well as dealers in wheat know what 


is merchantable wheat. It is easily ascertained 
whether an article is merchantable, or better or 
worse than merchantable. As the fact proves to 
be, there is a deduction or anaddition. ‘Thcreis 
an old rule among millers, that if the wheat has 
chicks mixed with it, it shall be reduced two or 
five pounds to the bushel. In that way the price 
was redueed. ——— that there is amongst 


| dealers in wool, as there is.amongst the dealers in 


other commodities, some standard by which it is 


| determined whether the commodity 1s merchant- 


able or not. Then I take the standard of a mer- 


| chantable commodity, produced in this country, 


and largely consumed, an article of extensive 
traffic and manufacture, and I make that the stand- 
ard by which you may determine, with precise 
accuracy, whether the imported commodity is 
That is my proposition; 
nothing more, nothing less. 


Mr. COVODE. Mr. Chairman 
Mr.STANTON. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will excuse me from interruption ina 
|| five minutes’ speech, I will be obliged to him. 
|| Mr. Chairman, we are told that we have not 
| been damaged by the act of 1857. It is denied 
| 


percent. That is the whole,of it. The foreign 
valuation is the basis of the domestic valuation; 
but the dutiable valuation is changed just by the 
percentage that the article contains dirt above 
the merchantable standard. That is all there is | 
of it. There is no substitution of the home valu- | 
ation for foreign valuation, at all. It is merely a | 
test of the character of the commodity which is | 
pore. 


wool as is mixed with American wool, he will 
stimulate and enlarge the manufacture of all kinds 
of wool grown in this country. 

Mr. STANTON. If that argument be a good | 
one, then you had better take all duty off of wool 
ae igs into this country. 


he amendment to the amendment was disa- 
greed to. 











that under the tariff of 1857 we have imported the 
finest quality of wool; but they say that, notwith- 
| Mr. MORRILL. I move pro forma to amend | standing all that, we have not been damaged. If 
ut the gentleman from Maryland says that | the amendment by striking out the last word. _|, that be so, repeal the duty on wool and make it 
you cannot execute this provision. Why, sir, if |} Mr. Chairman, I am reluctant to differ from | free. Do not humbug us, and insult us witha 
you will examine the clause in the original bill || my friend from Ohio, [Mr.Sranton,] for I have || pretense of protection when we have not any. 











pont Ny git 


2016 


a modification of his amendment. 
Chairman, that no modification which does not 
shut up this gap and protect us against importa- 
tion of dirt and all manner of foreign substitutes 
under the name of wool, will answer the purpose. 
Whether the duty on wool is three cents or eight 
cents a pound, is altogether a matter of secondary 
importance. I would just as lief the duty would 
stand precisely as it is,as to take the amendment | 
of the majority of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. [twill have no practical influence what- 
ever. The essential thing in it is to see that the 
law is what it professes to be and purports to be; | 
and if our friends from New England are not sat- 
isfied to give us this honest law, go at it fairly 
and squarely, and repeal the duty altogether. That | 
is all I ask. | 
The question was taken on Mr. EORRULL 8s | 
| 


amendment to the amendment; and it was not 
agreed to. 
The question recurred on Mr. Sranron’s | 
amendment. 
The Chair ordered tellers; and Messrs. Wricut 


and Sepewick were 5 epee \| 


The committee divided; and the tellers reported | 
—ayes 80, noes 70, | 
. . 
Mr. PHELPS. I move to amend the twelfth 
section of the bill by striking out the words‘ eight | 
cents per pound,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words ‘‘twenty-five per cent. ad valorem;”’ so | 
that it will read: 
That from and after the day and year aforesaid there | 
shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, the following duties, that | 
is to say: First. On all wool unmanufactured, and all hair 
of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals, uamanufac- 
tured, the value whereof at the port or place from whence 
exported to the United States shall exceed sixteen cents 
per pound, there shall be levied, collected, and paid aduty 
of twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. Chairman, I think that while the idea is 
held out to some gentlemen of this House that | 
this bill is to increase the importation of wool, | 
the amount of dutiable wool that will be imported | 
into the United States, will be vastly diminished; | 
at any rate, it will not be increased. The average 
value of dutiable wool imported into the United | 
States during the last fiscal year was thirty-five | 
cents per pound; and we received on duties on the | 
amount of wool imported from $24,000 to $30,000. | 
A duty of eight cents per pound on wool costing 
twenty cents ee pound is equal to forty per cent. 
ad valorem. A duty of eight cents per pound on 
wool costing sixteen cents is equal to fifty per 
cent. ad valorem. Now, 1 submit to the members 
of the committee, whether they can so effectually 
prevent the further importation of wool, costing 
not less than sixteen, and not more than twenty 


for if so small a quantity of wool is imported | 
when its average rate of duty is but twenty-five 
per cent., how can you expect a larger importa- 
tion when the duty is raised to forty and fifty 
per cent.? The effect of this provision of the bill 
is to prevent any further importation of that de- 
scription of wool. The only wool which will be 
imported under the provisions of this bill will be | 
wool costing less than sixteen cents per pound, 
end the high priced wools. 

The ery raised three years ago on the part of | 
the manufacturing interests of the United States, | 
when the tariff act of 1857 was pending, was that | 
we could not obtain the proper description of wool 
to mix with the wool that we raise in the United | 
States, and some of the manufacturers desired | 
that the coarse kinds of wool should be admitted 
duty free; and the tariff was made to correspond | 
with their wishes. But wool costing from sixteen | 


to thirty cents per pound will be excluded from || 


} 
importation; in other words, this bill will be pro- | 
hibitory on that description of wool, and the man- | 
ufacturers declare that we do not produce a suffi- | 
cient amount of wool in the United States to | 
enable them to embark successfully in the manu- 
facture of woolen goods. 

The question was taken on Mr. Puerps’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 


Mr. MILLSON. I move to amend the thir- 
teenth section of the bill, by striking out, in the 
thirteenth line, the word * thirty,”’ and inserting | 
in lieu thereof the word “ twenty;”’ so that it will 
read: 

That from and after the day and year aforesaid there shall 
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The gentleman from Vermont says he proposes || be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of the ar- 
I say Mr || ticles hereinafter mentioned. the following duties, that is to 
, ’ || say: First. On Witton, Saxony, and Aubusson patent vel- | 


| 


vet, Tournay velvet, and tapestry velvet carpets and car- | 


peting, and all medallion or whole carpets, fifty cents per 
square yard; on Brussels and tapestry Brussels carpets and 


| carpeting, thirty-five cents per square yard; on ail treble 

ingrain and worsted chain Venetian carpets and carpeting, | 
| twenty-five cents per square yard; on all other kinds of 
| carpets and carpeting of wool, hemp, flax, or cotton, or 


|| parts of either, or other material, not otherwise specified, a 


duty of twenty per centum ad valorem. 
I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, why it 


| Is proposed to increase the protective rates of duty 


already secured to the woolen manufactures of 


| New England? Is there any complaint that that 


business is languishing? Will any gentleman 
from New England state before this committee 


| that that interest requires further protection? I 


| am sure they will not. 


; ont 
| imposed in foreign ¢ ies 
posed in foreign countries. 


I am sure that if they be 
vandid, they will confess that additional protection 
will probably involve them in embarrassing com- 
petition. 

Now, sir, gentlemen were so fond, in former 
years, of comparing our policy with the British 
policy, as to remind us incessantly of what was 


the policy of European nations on the subject of | 


protection. l want to commend the ingredients of 
that chalice to their own lips, now that that policy 
is to be changed; and I want to remind them of 
the fact that among the whole number of articles 
on which it is proposed by this section to increase 
protection, there 1s scarcely any that is not ad- 
mitted into England free of allduty. In place of 


the duty proposed by this bill, of fifty cents per | 
. } 
square yard on velvet carpets and carpeting, the 


sritish duty is only sixpence per square yard. 
So on Brussels carpet, on which it is proposed to 
impose thirty-five cents per square yard, the Brit- 
ish duty is but sixpence. On mats, rugs, screens, 
covers, hassocks, &c., the British duty is onl 
sixpence per yard. On all woolen cloths, cassi- 
meres, kerseys, buckskins, doeskins, tweeds, 
plains, felts,and all other articles of woolen man- 
ufactures, there is no duty imposed in the British 
tariff. They are admitted free of duty. Even 
on ready-made clothing, proposed to be taxed so 
high by this bill, the British impose a tax of only 
five per cent. ad valorem; and on oil-cloths, and 
other articles taxed in the fourth item of this sec- 
tion, the British duty is only about four per cent. 
ad valorem. 
1 want the American people to understand the 
comparison between the rates of taxation imposed 
hon by their Representatives and the rates 
Sir, do gentlemen 
think it fair that they should claim for themselves 


| exemption from taxation on all articles which 


they desire to consume, and subject the constitu- 


| ents of other gentlemen to heavy taxes on articles 





fe! ~— || which they consume? There is a free list in this 
cents per pound, as by the provisions of this bill; || 


bill of articles which are imported to the value of 
$100,000,000, and the great part of this list is in- 
tended for the benefit of the manufacturing in- 
terests. If this free merchandise were taxed, it 
would yield us a revenue of about $20,000,000. 
Yet they propose to getsuch commodities as they 


|| desire to use, free of all duty, while they propose 


to increase the duty on articles necessary for the 
consumption of the consuming classes of the 
country. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was taken on Mr. Miiison’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. MILLSON. For the purpose of com- 
pleting what I have to say upon this subject, I 
propose now to insert twenty-three per cent. ad 
valorem, in lieu of thirty per cent. Iwantto show 
that large as the free list was under the act of 
1857—and it was, therefore, an objectionable fea- 
ture in that act with myself—it is proposed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to extend it 
still further. Last year, under the operation of 
the act of 1857, we collected a revenue amounting 
to $465,000 upon articles which it is proposed 
now to exempt from all duty. Do notgentlemen 
understand the operation of protective taxes? I 
am sure they do. Theiracts prove that they do; 
and I cannot resist the conclusion that these very 
gentlemen who are determined to avail themselves 
of the benefits of low taxes, and of the absence of 


| taxation upon such articles as they desire to use, 


look with some degree of surprise, not to say 
merriment, upon those volunteers from other sec- 
tions of the country whose constituents are not 
protected, and are not intended to be protected, 
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but who give them aid froma pure love of pro 
tection abstractly. } 

Mr. Chairman, before I take my seat, it is dys 
to candor that I should correct an error into which 
I fell yesterday, and which was remarked upon 
by the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Morriy, } 
in reference to the duty upon cigars. The gentle. 
man was right. I was in error in stating that the 
bill of the committee proposed a reduction of more 
than fifty per cent. Having omitted the calcula. 


_tion of the ten per cent. ad valorem, which | oh. 


serve is proposed in this bill in addition to tho 


specific tax, and having also fallen into error in 
| the calculation, the result was very far from a cor. 


rect statement of the case. I take pleasure jp 
admitting that, instead of reducing the tax, it js 
proposed by the committee to increase it most 
enormously; and I now state that the real tax 
imposed by the committee is even more objection. 


able than was the reduction which I supposed they 
| contemplated; for I think the gentleman will fing 


that the amount of duty proposed by this jl! 


| would actually exceed the value of the articles 


taxed. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MILLSON. I propose now to strike out 


| thirty per cent. ad valoremand insert twenty-four 


percent. I think the committee must have per- 
ceived, by this time, that my chief object in pro- 
posing amendments, and protesting against the 
consummation of the purpose intended by the 
committee, is rather with a view of excluding the 
conclusion that the Democratic party, or many of 
the members of that party, are not willing to let 
this great question go by default. We make, at 


| least, the ‘‘continual claim,’’ and I expose myself 


to the risk of being regarded as one rather too 
ready to regard the letter of the injunction; yet 


still I do not know that I can better discharge m 


duty to my own constituents than by nraking this 


| continual claim to the fruits of that liberal sys- 


tem of international intercourse recommended and 


| demonstrated to be philosophically true by the 
| great writer whom the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania, the other day, spoke of as a mere theorist. 


| They propose now to increase the protective duty 
_un cotton manufactures. Is there ~~ saves 
that that interest is languishing? 


Oo we 


hy, 


| notall know that the cotton manufacturers of New 


| England—and I thank God for it—have obtained 


such a degree of proficiency and skill that they 
are actually exporting their manufactures to for- 
eign countries, ahd coming into competition with 
the industry of the world in foreign markets? 
W hat do they mean by this additional protection? 
I do not believe that this protection is needed by 
them, or that these heavy rates of duty will have 


| any practical effect, cither advantageous to them 





or injurious to my constituents, upon most of the 
articles subject to taxation. But there are other 
articles which possibly do need protection, which 
cannot be manufactured as well in New England 


| as in foreign countries, and it is the purpose of 


this provision to stimulate those branches of man- 
ufacturing interest. Let me call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that, according to a cal- 
culation which I have before me and submit to 
them, this bill will increase the revenue upon the 
imports of last year to the amount of $25,000,000. 

he committee may form some estimate of the 
great increase in-the rates of taxation, when they 
are told that the increase of revenue upon the 
same importations which occurred last year would 
amount to $24,892,000, or nearly $25,000,000. The 
gentleman from Vermont said that they proposed 
to increase the revenue only about. $10,000,000. 
Sir, I doubt if the increase under this bill would 
amount to $10,000,000. While it is true that, 


| upon the same rates of importations, the increase 


would be upwards of $20,000,000, this bill will 


| have the effect, and is intended to have the effect, 


(for in no other way can it be protective,) to 
prohibit the introduction of manufactured art- 
cles of certain descriptions altogether, and thus 
destroy the revenue of the Government altogether 
on those articles which now command fevenue; 
making up the deficiency, or attempting to make 
it up, by throwing the weight of taxation upon 
other articles, not protected, which must enter 
into the general consumption; so that my con- 
stituents are to be doubly taxed—taxed in the in- 
creased price of the articles that come into the 
country, and in the increased price of the domes- 
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